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Current Topics. 


WE RrecGreET to hear a very unfavourable report of the health 
of Mr. Justice Wricut. Everyone will hope that the appre- 
hensions which are expressed may prove to be unfounded. 





Frew Lawyers had any doubt as to who would be Mr. Justice 
Bruce’s successor on the bench. Mr. Bray, K.C., was consid- 
ered to be marked out for appointment not only by his frequent 
services as Commissioner of Assize, but also by the compli- 
mentary remarks which it is said were addressed to him by the 
Lord Chancellor on his argument in a recent case before the 
House of Lords; and the  eapasd expectation has been fulfilled. 
It can hardly be said that the new judge owes his elevation to 
any very obvious superiority to other leading counsel at the 
common law bar. He is doubtless a learned man, an able man, 
and a man of much experience ; so a - — leaders. He 
has, we believe, a quicker temper an ess courtesy of 
manner than can other amas pat yay Be: we have not 
heard of any manifestation of these characteristics while he has 
-been presiding at assizes. The probability seems to be that 
he will make a sound, careful, and efficient judge. 





Tue resienatTion of Mr. Justice Bruce has been the chief 
item of news in the King’s Bench Division during the last week. 
The learned judge has always been regarded as one of the most 
painstaking and conscientious members of the bench, and the 
serious illness from which he has suffered for several years does 
not appear to have in the least affected his intellect, for we 
hear no complaint that he has shewn any lack of power to 
appreciate the cases which have been brought before him. 
The fact, however, that his right hand is disabled 
has wholly prevented him from ing notes of evidence, 


and this is no doubt a serious obstacle to the proper execution 
of the duties of a judge at nist prius, The pegs fe taking a 
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is peculiar to ourfsystem. And it is not required in all} By the common law of England every person who keeps a Now: 
judicial inquiries inthis country. Those who are familiar with | common inn is under an obligation to receive, and afford proper Rules h 

arliamentary Committee rooms know that the chairman and | entertainment to, every one who offers himself as a guest, if Land T 
members of the committee rely upon notes taken by a| there be sufficient room for him in the inn and no oka reason correspo 
shorthand writer. We remember to have heard that a learned | for refusing him ; the remedy for a refusal to provide this enter. should | 
judge, many years ago, went his first circuit with his arm in a| tainment being by action or indictment. The question would, concern 
sling, his marshal taking notes, and that his summings up in| therefore, be whether there was “good reason” for refusi charge ' 
these circumstances were more effective than those which were | Mr. Dowrg as a guest, and upon the question what is “ sale and 
afterwards given when his arm had regained its power. It is| reason ” there is less authority than might reasonably be sup. is cones 
not likely, however, that the practice of requiring a note by the | posed. It has indeed been held that where a person insists creation 
judge will be disturbed, especially as it has been extended to | upon bringing with him dogs which are a nuisance to ordinary charges 
the Chancery Division, and, to a certain: extent, to the county | customers he may be refused admittance to an hotel, and we can propriet 
courts. easily imagine cases where the ordinary behaviour of the appli- 336d 

cant for admission is such that the hotel-keeper might be of | the 

We nave not had to wait long for a case in which it has been | justified in refusing to receive him. It has been said, on relating 
necessary to apply the law as to ancient lights laid down by|the other hand, that the innkeeper may not pick and to the 
the House of Lords in Colls v. Home and Colonial Stores (Limited) | choose his customers, and it is quite another question whether acoordit 
1904, A. C. 179). In Abbott vy. Holloway, heard before | he may object to a traveller for something wholly unconnected charges 
UCKLEY, J., on the 2nd of June, the action was for an injunc- | With the manner in which he may be expected to conduct him- to the 
tion to restrain the defendants from erecting buildings on the self within the hotel. It will be remembered that before Mr, tors fc 
site of others which had been demolished so as to obstruct the | Picxwicx could be received in the inn at Eatanswill, he had to clause 
ancient lights of the plaintiffs’ premises. Evidence having been | Satisfy the landlord that he was “ Blue,” and it must often have down 1 
given that the proposed buildings would materially affect the | happened that those who resort to particular hotels have had the parties. 
light coming to the plaintiffs’ premises and cause a nuisance, the | greatest ya to the political opinions and speeches of those party a 
learned judge referred the matter to asurveyor to say whether | Who offer th mselves as their fellow guests. A landlord may case Ww. 
any damage at all had been done by the defendants. The | reasonably, in deference to the opinions of his customers, find entitled 
question to be answered by the surveyor would be whether the | Some excuse for declining to receive an unpopular visitor which it shou! 
erection of the defendants’ buildings, having regard to their | Would not be upheld in a court of law. But we cannot be sur- the Re: 
increased height, would depreciate to any and what extent the | prised to hear little of oe eee against landlords for nothing 
value of the defandants’ premises, and whether the taking away | refusing to receive guests. The remedy by indictment is, to say the Rer 
of the light was sufficient to cause a nuisance. A consent order | the least, unattractive, and it is difficult in a civil action to give say, bi 
was made by which each side paid one-half of the surveyor’s | Sufficient proof of damage. differe 
fees. This case is an illustration of the growing practice to though 
refer questions requiring practical knowledge and experience to that th 
experts, but we hope that some effort will be made to keep the} We print elsewhere a letter from correspondents calling is entit 

vosts of these references within reasonable limits. attention to what they conceive to be the effect of rule 336 (G.) of on the 
the Land Transfer Rules, 1903—an effect which, if their view respect 
is correct, is very singular. Rule 336 prescribes the “ remunera- a-half 
THe RECENT robbery of banknotes at Shipley, Yorkshire, | tion of solicitors in, or incidental to, or consequential on the are 
says a correspondent, affords a fresh opportunity of considering | registration of land and transactions in the registry,” and —_— 
the practical undesirability of the long established custom of| after giving the remuneration for registration with an 
paying in cash on the completion of a purchase of real property. | absolute or qualified title, and with possessory title, and _ AN) 
t will be remembered that a sum of £1,100 in Bank of| for transfers and charges of registered land, it provides: introdt 
England notes was stolen from between the leaves of some/| ‘‘(G.) When a solicitor is concerned for the proprietor of land Goverr 
books, where it had been placed in fancied security to await the | and also for a person taking a charge thereon, he is to be shops : 
completion of a real property transaction on the following day. | entitled to receive the charges of the solicitor of the person the tin 
It would, of course, be outside the province of these columns to | taking the charge, and one-half of those that would be allowed be em 
discuss the facts and probabilities of this particular theft, but the | to the proprietor’s solicitor up to £5,000, and on any excess furnis! 
incident calls attention to the serious danger which attends the | above £5,000 one-fourth thereof. (H.) If the solicitor con: propos 
possession of a large sum of money, even though more than | ducting the business acts on behalf of several parties having shops | 
ordinary precautions are taken to safeguard it. We remember a| distinct interests proper to be separately represented, he is to be may 
case in which, on a London completion, the money (a consider- | entitled to make for each such party after the first, an additional ower 
able sum) was brought by the client through the streets to the | charge not exceeding £2 2s. in each case.” Our correspondents second 
office of the solicitors in sovereigns wrapped up in a large red | suggest that in a case where a solicitor is acting for a purchaser marin 
handkerchief. The question is whether in these days of|of registered land, and also for a lender who is advancing choose 
increased banking facilities it is wise to stick uncompromisingly | money on registered charge for the purpose of enabling the pur- still 1 
to the old-fashioned shibboleth of ‘cash on delivery.” This|chase to be completed, the effect of clause (G.) is that the neturs 
was the proper, and indeed the only reasonable, method in days | solicitor will get only the prescribed fees on the amount at whi 
when banking was in its infancy, and a cheque or banker’s| of the charge and the prescri fees on half the purchase to be 
draft was a fearsome instrument raising by no means groundless | price of the land; and they shew that in the case which is the w 
doubts of the solvency, not only of the drawer, but of the wre them this means that the remuneration for acting for order 
bank itself. But nowadays there would not seem to be any | both purchaser and lender will be less than if they were acting but p 
substantial objection to the delivery of a banker’s draft on| for thepurchaser alone. But we doubt whether this is the effect shops, 
the completion of a purchase. In this case the vendor can rely | of the rule. A reference to the rules to Schedule I., Part. I. of the books 
on the stability of the bank as well as of the purchaser, and in | Remuneration Order will shew that the draftsman of the Land make 
most cases there could be no reason for even the temporary | Transfer Rules followed to some extent, though incompletely, closin 
pespenenant of the handing over of the conveyance until the | the Remuneration Order Rules. Thus rule 3 prescribes that of an, 
twas paid. This latter system of completion is becoming | where asolicitor is concerned for both mortgagor and mortgagee are st 
more om, and real property transactions are not likely to | he is to charge the mortgagee’s solicitor’s charges and one- order, 
suffer by its becoming invariable. half of those which would be allowed to the mortgagor's to w 
Pathe solicitor up to £5,000, and on any excess above £5,000 one- to be 
ic fourth ; and rule 6, to which our correspondents refer, provides satisti 
Ir 1s stated that Mr. Dow, the minister of an American | that where the same solicitor acts upon a contemporaneous pore 
religious sect, who recently arrived in this country, was refused | conveyance and mortgage, he shall have only half the mortgage “iat 
admission to several of the principal London hotels, and that he | fees up to £5,000, and one-fourth beyond, but the full charges ei 
has in consequence threatened legal proceedings against them. on the purchase-money. = 
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Now 1T will be seen that rule 6 of the Remuneration Order 
Rules has nothing directly corresponding to it in rule 336 of the 
Land Transfer Rules, but clause (G.) of the latter seems to 
gorrespond to rule 3 of the Remuneration Order Rules, and we 
should say that the words in clause (G.)—“ when a solicitor is 
concerned for the proprietor of land and also for a person taking a 
charge thereon ”—go not apply to the case of a contemporaneous 
sale and mortgage, but only to the case where the same solicitor 
is concerned both for the proprietor and the lender upon the 
creation of a registered charge. He is then to be allowed the full 
charges as the lender’s solicitor and half the charges of the 
proprietor’s solicitor. It is to be noticed that rule 
336 does not distinguish between the remuneration 
of the solicitors to the two parties to transactions 
relating to registered land, and the reference in clause (G.) 
to the solicitor of the proprietor as being entitled to charge 
according to value supports the inference that the scale 
charges under rule 336 and Part II. of the second Schedule 
to the Land Transfer Rules apply equally to the solici- 
tors for both parties. If this is so, it will be seen that 
clause (G.) is really an exception from the general rule laid 
down in clause (H.), for cases where the solicitor acts for both 
parties. He is entitled under that clause to make for the second 

an additional charge not exceeding £2 2s. But in the 
case where he acts for mortgagee and mortgagor then he is 
entitled to remuneration according to clause (G.). Clause (H.), 
itshould be pointed out, corresponds to some extent to rule 4 of 
the Remuneration Order Rules. But, as already stated, there is 
nothing apparently in rule 336 which corresponds to rule 6 of 
the Remuneration Order Rules, and clause (H.) cannot, we should 
say, be taken as applying where the. same solicitor acts in 
different transactions such as a purchase and mortgage, even 
though they are contemporaneous. The inference seems to be 
that the solicitor acting for purchaser and lender in such a matter 
is entitled (1) to his proper fees as purchaser’s solicitor calculated 
on the amount of the purchase-money, and (2) to the fees in 
respect of the charge according to clause (G.)—namely, one and 
a-half of the scale fees. This is materially different from the 
result suggested by our correspondents, but we offer it for 
consideration. 





An Innovation in the way of legislative restraint of trade is 
introduced by the Shop Hours Bill now before Parliament under 
Government auspices. We have had other Acts affecting 
shops and shop hours. In 1892 an Act was passed restricting 
the time during which a person under eighteen years of age may 
be employed. In 1899 an Act provided that seats must be 
furnished for the use of female assistants. Now, however, it is 
proposed to give local authorities power to compulsorily close 
shops altogether at certain hours; so that an adult man 
may be fined £1, £5, or £20 for selling a pound of tea 
over his own counter, according as it is his first, his 
second, or his third offence. Twenty pounds, however, is the 
maximum punishment for this crime; so that if a person 
chooses to open his shop and sell when others are closed, he may 
still make a profit out of the transaction if he can secure a 
return of over £20 on the evening’s unlawful sales. The hour 
at which the local authority may order shops to be shut is not 
to be earlier than 7 p.m., except that on one specified day in 
the week it may be as early as 1 pm. The authority may 
order all shops, or only certain kinds of shops, to be closed ; 
but public-houses, chemists’ shops, post offices, tobacconists’ 
shops, refreshment rooms, newspaper shops, and railway 
bookstalls are exempt from liability to be closed. The Bill 
makes somewhat stringent regulations for securing that 
closing orders shall not be made against the will of a majority 
of any particular trade in any locality. If the local authority 
are satisfied that a case is made out for making a closing 
order, they have to give public notice of their intention 
to make such order, giving opportunity for objections 
to be made to the making thereof. If then they are 
satisfied that the occupiers of at least two-thirds of the 
shops affected approve, they may make the order. The order, 
Owever, must be confirmed by a Secretary of State, and must 
also lie on the table of each House of Parliament for forty days 
before it can become final and binding. If it becomes law, the 


Bill will be easy enough to enforce as far as large shops are 
concerned. An early closing order, however, will often bear 
very hardly upon the propeistom of very small shops, and no 
doubt there will be a large number of prosecutions for infri 
ments. Where a working man has forgotten to buy bread for 
his supper, what is he to do? He can go round the corner and 
tap at the door of his baker and for a loaf, but the 
baker may be prosecuted if he sells him a loaf. Clearly the 
only thing to do is for the man to go to the public-house, which 
cannot be closed compulsorily at seven o’clock. The Bill, however; 
does not forbid the baker to open his gy ke soon as midnight 
has struck, and a new day arrives. If, therefore, the h 

man can wait tili then, he may after all get his loaf before going 
to bed. 





Tue case of Re Jeanne Theodora Groos, which was decided by 

Barnes, J., on the 12th of May, will not have escaped the 
attention of those who have had occasion to consider the question 
how far a change of domicil affects the validity of a will. The 
case turned upon the construction of the Wills Act, 1861 

(commonly known as Lord Kiyespown’s Act). There seems to 
be good ground for assuming that the English courts before the 
passing of this Act would have held that a will invalid in point 
of form by the law of the country where the testator was 
domiciled, must be considered invalid, though perfectly valid 
according to the law of the country where the will was executed. 
Thus if a testator, while domiciled in France, made a holograph 
will in the form allowed by the law of France, but not duly 
executed according to the English Wills Act, and afterwards 
died domiciled in England, his will would have been held invalid 
in this country. The Act, which is entitled ‘‘ An Act to amend the 
law with respect to willsof personal estate made by British a 
by section 1 enacts that wills made out of the kingdom by British 
subjects are to be admitted to | pages if made according to the law 
of the place where made ; and by section 2 that wills made in this 
kingdom by British subjects are to be so admitted if made 
according to the law in force in that part of the kingdom where 
they were made. By section 3 it is enacted that ‘‘No will or 
other testamentary instrument shall be held to be revoked or to 
have become invalid; nor shall the construction thereof be 
altered, by reason of any subsequent change of domicil of the 
person making the same.” We come now to the facts of this 
particular case. The testatrix died in 1903, leaving the plain- 
tiff, her husband, surviving, and the five defendants, her 
children. She was married to the plaintiff in Holland in 
November, 1868, they beimg at the time Dutch subjects 
domiciled in Holland. A week before the marriage, after the 
execution of the marriage articles, she made her will before a 
notary in accordance with the formalities required by Dutch 
law. In 1889 the plaintiff abandoned his domicil in Holland, 
and from that time he, and consequently the testatrix, acquired 
a domicil in England. By the law of Holland ae does 
not revoke a will. The plaintiff moved for probate. The only 
question debated appears to have been whether section 3 was 
confined to British subjects or included foreigners domiciled 
in England, so that the marriage of the testatrix did not 
effect a revocation of the will. In the last edition (third) 
of Mr. Foorn’s work on Private International Jurisprudence, 
at p. 268, the learned author says: ‘‘ This section is not in terms 
‘confined to the wills of British subjects, but, having regard to 
the title of the Act, . . . it is difficult to see howit could be 
extended to the wills of foreigners who should have acquired a 
British domicil between the time of making their will and that 
of their death.” And in more than one case in the Probate 
Division it has been assumed that the Act only applies to British 
subjects, though there is no express authority on the construc- 
tion of section 3. But no reason on the score of convenience 
could be suggested for refusing to extend the section to 
foreigners, and it has frequently been held that the title is not 
part of a statute and ought not to cut down the enacting words 
of a section which go beyond thetitle. The learned judge, after 
taking time to consider, held that the words of the section ought 
not to be construed in their restricted sense, and that the change 
of domicil did not effect a revocation of the will. He also 
expressed a doubt whether, apart from section 3, the will should 





be treated as invalid, inasmuch as it might reasonably be held 
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that it remained valid up to the time of the change of domicil, 
and ought not to be treated as invalidated subsequently owing 
to change of domicil. It is unnecessary to consider how far this 
doubt is in accordance with the authorities. The construction 
placed upon the section will, we think, meet with general 
approval. 





In tHE case of Bruce v. Harrod’s Stores (Limited)—an action 
for damages for personal injuries caused by the bolting of 
the horses in a hired brougham—which was tried before Law- 
RANCE, J., and a special jury last week, it was contended that 
the accident was due to the negligent failure of the defendants 
to supply proper horses. The defendants gave evidence to shew 
that they had no reason to believe from previous experience of 
the horses that they were unsafe, so that what had happened was 
the result of inevitable accident. The learned judge directed the 
jury according to the rule laid down in Hyman v. Nye (6 Q. B. D. 
685), and they found a verdict for the plaintiff. In Hyman v. 
Nye Linvtey, J., states the law as follows: ‘A person who lets 
out carriages is not responsible for all defects discoverable or 
not, he is not an insurer against all defects he is an 
an insurer against all defects which care and skill can guard 
against. His duty appears to me to be to supply a carriage as 
fit for the purpose for which it is hired as care and skill can 
render it, and if whilst the carriage is being properly used 
for such purpose it breaks down, it becomes incumbent on 
the person who has let it out to shew that the breakdown was, in 
the proper sense of the word, an accident not preventible by any 
care or skill.” Perhaps we do not correctly understand this 
ruling, but it appears to us to attach no importance to the price 
paid by the hirer of the vehicle. If the same standard is to be 
applied to the jobmaster who receives a comparatively small sum 
for the hire of his carriage as where the consideration is of 
a more liberal character, we think the conditions imposed upon 
him are rather hard. The practice of hiring carriages is likely 
to increase, and this increase is parallel with a general increase 
in the traffic in our streets. Those who let out carriages and 
horses will probably find that, like employers of workmen, they 
can only protect themselves against heavy claims for damages by 
insurance. 


THE ANSWER to a correspondent, who wrote last week to 
impugn our statement that under the Licensing Bill appeals from 
the decisions of the brewster sessions of a county borough 
refusing to renew licences on public grounds will be to the whole 
body of local justices, and not to quarter sessions, is given in a 
letter from the Solicitor-General to Mr. Hennixer Huzaton, M.P., 

ublished by the parliamentary correspondent of the Zimes. Sir 

DWARD Carson says that “in a county borough, so far from its 
being true that the powers of local justices are decreased, the 
contrary is the fact. Hitherto, when the renewal of a licence 
was refused, an appeal lay to the quarter sessions of the county. 
Under the Bill in a county borough the matter will be referred 
from the brewster sessions to the whole body of local justices, 
and there will be no reference to quarter sessions of the county.” 








It is announced that Friday, the 24th inst., having been appointed for 
the observance of His Majesty’s birthday, the judges of the Supreme 
Court will not sit at the Law Courts on that day. 


Before the rehearing of the appeal in the great case of Zhe General 
Assembly of the Free Church of Scotland v. Lord Overtoun and Others, the Lord 
ellor said that he had wished Lord Kinross to attend, but his 
lordship stated that, as he had given several opinions on the questions 
which were being submitted to the House, he was afraid his mind might 
be prejudiced, and, therefore, begged to be excused. ‘The law lords 
hearing the case are the Lord Chancellor, Lord Macnaghten, Lord Davey, 
Lord James of Hereford, Lord Robertson, Lord Lindley, and Lord 
Alverstone. 


_At the sitting of the House of Lords on Monday, Mr. Balfour Browne, 
K.C., applied fcr the advancement of the appeals from the decisions of the 
Court ot Appeal on the amounts of compensation to be paid to the several 
water companies under the awards of the Board of Arbitration. He stated 
that the 24th of June was the date proposed for the transfers of the 
undertakings, but until a decision was given by their lordships the board 
could not fix the sums necessary for completion of the purchases. The 
Lord Chancellor said that it might be unfair to other suitors to advance 
these ¥ ; but if Sir Edward Fry would send him a letter in confirma- 
tion of Mr. Balfour Browne’s statement, their lordships would consider the 


question. 


Succession Duty on Transferred 


Successions. 


Tue decision of the Court of Appeal in Attorn-y-General v. Duke 
of Northumberland (1904, 1 K. B. 762) is important as shewing 
that the construction placed by Jzsser, M.R., in Re Cooper and 
Allen to Harlech (4 Ch. D. 802) on section 15 of the Succession 
Duty Act, 1853, which was adversely criticized in Wolverton y, 
Attorney-General (1898, A. C. 535), must now be taken to be 
definitely overruled. The point in question may be shortly stated 
as follows: If property is settled upon A. for life, with remainder 
to B. in fee, and A. and B. join in conveying it to C. ; and further, 
if, before the death of A., C. dies and succession duty becomes 
payable by the person taking under his will, is the property still 
liable upon the death of A. to pay the succession duty then 
payable under the limitations of the original settlement, or is 
this liability discharged by virtue of the fact that the property 
has paid duty in respect of the new line of succession ? 

There is no doubt, of course, that before the alienation by A. 
and B. the property was already subject to a charge for succes. 
sion duty, which, however, would not be payable until the death 
of A. Section 2 of the Succession Duty Act, 1853, enacts that 
any disposition of property by reason of which any person shall 
become beneficially entitled to any property, or the income 
thereof, upon the death of any other person shall be deemed to 
have conferred upon such other person a “succession”; such 
other person being the ‘‘ successor ” and the settlor being the 
“‘ predecessor”; and in respect of every such succession the 
duties specified in section 10 of the Act are payable. By section 
20 the duty is not payable until the successor becomes entitled 
in possession to his succession, and by section 21 the interest of 
a successor in real property is to be considered as the value of 
an annuity equal to the annual value of the property for his life 
or for any less period during which he shall be entitled. But 
in the case where the successor is competent to dispose of the 
property this latter provision is varied by section 18 of the 
Finance Act, 1894, and the value of the succession is the 
principal value of the property after deducting estate duty. 

Such being the general scheme for charging succession duty, 
it was a question with the draftsman of the Act how it would 
apply in the event of the future interest to which a prospective 
claim for duty had already attached being transferred by the 
expectant successor to some other person, It was not perhaps 
necessary to make any express provision for this case. As just 
stated, there is already an inchoate charge for duty which will 
ripen, on the death of the owner in possession, into an actual 
charge, and it would seem clear that the reversioner could not 
vest the land in a purchaser free from this liability. In order, 
however, to avoid misconception, the draftsman thought proper 
to deal with the case, and this he did by section 15. The section 
is divided into three parts: The first provides for successions 
which had been already transferred at the date of the Act, and 
has probably ceased to be operative; the second provides for 
successions which are transferred after the Act; and tho third 
deals with cases where the title to the succession is accelerated 
by the surrender or extinction of prior interests, and provides 
that the duty shall be payable at the same time and in the same 
{ manner as if no such acceleration had taken place. 

The part of the section with which we are now concerned— 
namely, the second, is as follows: ‘‘ Where any succession 8 
before the successor shall have become entitled thereto, or to the 
income thereof in possession, have become vested by alienation 
or by any title not conferring a new succession in any other pers0d, 
then the duty payable in respect thereof sball be paid 
at the same rate and time as the same wduld have been payable 
if no such alienation had been made or derivative title created.” 
If the words in italics had not been inserted, then the clause 
would have been simply an assertion of the rule stated above, 
namely, that the mere fact of the succession having been trans 
ferred is not to interfere with the prospective charge for duty. 
But the words “by alienation or by any title not conferriog 
a new succession” suggest that, in cases where the effect 
of the transfer is to create a new succession and to entitle the 
Crown to a fresh claim for duty, the existing liability is disc 
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and the reasonableness of this view induced Jzsszt, M.R., to 
ronounce his decision in favour of it in Re Cooper and Allen to 
Frarlach (supra). 

For a little consideration will shew that where the purchaser 

of the fee simple from the tenant for life and the reversioner 

eceases the tenant for life, the Crown gets a double duty if 
the full duty is exacted both upon the purchaser’s death and 

m the subsequent death of the tenant for life. The duty is 

ged upon the death of the parchaser upon the footing that 
the fee was vested in him; but in fact, for purposes of succession 
duty, he had no more than an estate for the life of the original 
tenant for life, the reversion being, so far as liability to duty 
was concerned, still outstanding. If duty upon the purchaser’s 
death was charged only in respect of this limited interest, there 
would be reason for charging duty again on the death of the 
tenant for life. But in Re Cooper Jusser, M.R., saw that for 
the Crown to levy duty in respect of the purchaser’s death 
upon the footing of his being owner in fee was in principle 
inconsistent with any further claim to duty in respect of the 
succession under the settlement. ‘‘The purchaser,’ he said, 

“dies, and there is then a title undoubtedly conferring a new 
succession, and the successor comes in under that title, and he is to 
pay succession duty. But why should he pay on more than one 
occasion ? He only gets in once. Why, when [the tenant for 
life] dies, the successor being ‘still in possession, is it to be 
supposed that he is to pay over again? I cannot see why. The 
Government has by the merger got the benefit of reducing the 
estate once more to the fee simple on which there is a succession, 
and the successor coming in pays the duty. Why is it to geta 
second duty? Looking at the Act as a whole, and looking at it 
according to its fair meaning, it never could have been intended 
that where there are successive successions, as in this case, two 
sets of succession duty should be paid.” 

-This statement assumes that there is justification in 
the Act for clearing the property entirely of the charge 
for succession duty under the original settlement and 
substituting the duty which becomes payable on _ the 
death of the purchaser. This justification Jxsszx, M.R., 
found in the words of section 15, referred to above, ‘‘ by 
alienation or by any title not conferring a new succession.” 
Primé facie the words “‘ not conferring a new succession” apply 
only to ‘‘ title,” but the difficulty of discovering what titles were 
indicated by this phrase, and the desire to give a reasonable 
construction to the Act, induced Jzsszt, M.R., to refer them also 
to “alienation”: ‘Do the words ‘not conferring a new 
succession’ apply to the word ‘ alienation’ as well as to the 
words ‘any title’? I think they do. I do not say the grammar is 
perfect or beyond criticism, but I think it means ‘ either by alien- 
ation or by any title other than alienation, in both cases not con- 
ferring a new succession.’”” And this reasoning was applied to 
the case of a purchaser of the fee from the tenant for life and 
reversioner who died in the lifetime of the tenant for life, by 
pointing out that there was thus an alienation conferring 
& new succession. Hence, by virtue of section 15, this new 
succession incurred the duty, and the liability under the original 
settlement was discharged. 

The decision in Re Cooper and Allen to Harlech (supra) was 
given in 1876, and as it gave a reasonable effect to the Act, it 
might have been supposed that time would have cured any 
defects which its reasoning might disclose. But, as stated 
above, this reasoning was adversely criticized in Wolverton v. 
Attorney-General (supra), and although it was not there necessary 

y to overrule Re Cooper, yet it could hardly be expected 
that the decision would survive the treatment it received. Its 
Weakest point is in regard to grammar. In construing the words 
“by alienation or by any title not conferring a new succession” 
itis very questionable whether the concluding words can be 
teferred to “alienation,” and unless they can be, the justifica- 
tion for Re Cooper disappears. In Wolverton y. Attorney-General 

HerscHEtt pointed out, as we have done above, that 
the purchaser comes into possession by virtue of his taking the 
life estate of the tenant for life, and hence upon the death of the 
purchaser there is a succession to this life estate on which duty 
must be paid quite apart from the duty payable on the death of 
the tenant for life ; unless, indeed, there are words in the Act 
Which discharge the liability under the original settlement 


altogether, and substitute the liability in respect of succession to 
the fee simple which has been — by the purchaser. But 
these words the House of Lords in Wolverton v. Attorney- 
General, and now the Court of Appeal in Attorney-General 
v. Duke of Northumberland (supra), failed to find. 

unable,” said Lord in the former case, “ to find 
in the Act any warrant for the view that a succession 
once created can, by the act of the successor, cease to 
exist and another succession be substituted for it.” And the 
opinion thus expressed has been unanimously indorsed by the 
Court of AP . The liability under the succession which 
takes effect by virtue of the — settlement is not discharged, 
and there is a distinct liability in regard to the new succes- 
sion which is derived under the purchaser. Romer, L.J., 
noticed the point that the successor to the purchaser really takes 
only the residue of the tenant for life’s estate. But whatever 
may be the exact nature of the new succession under the pur- 
chaser, it must now be taken to be settled that upon a p 

of the fee from the tenant for life and the reversioner, the 
original succession duty remains a charge upon the land, and if, 
by reason of the death of the purchaser, another duty becomes 
payable, that is quite a distinct matter and in no way discharges 
the former liability. 








The Position of Transferees of 


Debentures. 


DEBENTURES, as is well known, always contain a clause that the 
moneys secured will be paid to the registered holder without 
regard to any equities between the company and the original or 
any intermediate holder, and this is a sufficient protection to pur- 
chasers for value (Re Goy & Co., 48 W. R. 425; 1900, 2 Ch. 
149), but, as appears from the recent case of Re Brown § Gregory 
(Limited) (1904, 1 Ch. 627), the condition will not avail for a 
holder, such as a trustee under a creditor’s deed, who simply 
represents the original debenture-holder. 
en the company hasa claim against the debenture-holder 
and there has been no transfer of the debenture, the same 
principle applies in the realization of the debentures and the 
distribution of the proceeds of realization, as in the case of a 
winding up where a creditor is also a shareholder in the company 
and is a debtor to the company in respect of calls. The creditor 
is not allowed to take any dividend until he has paid up in full 
the calls which are owing by him; and similarly the debenture- 
holder is not allowed to participate in the fund forming 
the debenture-holders’ security until he has completed the 
fund by adding to it the amount due from himself. The 
principle a |" in winding up was settled in Grissell’s case 
(L. R. 1 Gh. 528), and was applied by Wricut, J., in Re 
Auriferous Properties (Limited) (No. 2) (1898, 2 Ch. 428). In the 
former case, Lord CuEtmsrorD, O., after poin out that a set 
off of a debt against a call could not be allowed, said: “If the 
amount of an unpaid call cannot be satisfied by a set off of an 
equivalent portion of a debt dueto the member of a company 
upon whom it is made, it necessarily follows . . . that the 
amount of such call must be paid before there can be any right 
to receive a dividend with the other creditors.” In the case of 
a debenture-holder, too, there is no question of a right of set off, 
and if the debt due from the debenture-holder forms of the 
assets included in the debenture security, then the debt must be 
paid before the debenture-holder can participate in the proceeds 
of realization. e 
This point was dealt with specifically by Srrauine, J., in Re 
Goy & Co. (supra), and it has also been dealt with by Bucxxey, 
J., in the recent case of Re Leeds and Hanley Theatres of Varieties 
(52 W. R. 506), as well as by Byrne, J., in Re Brown s 
Gregory (Limited) (supra). In Re Goy § Co. Srrauive, J., 0 
that it had been repeatedly held to be inequitable that a person 
entitled to a share of a fund should receive anything in respect 
of that share without paying what he might be bound to con- 
tribute to the fund. ‘Under such circumstances the court in 
effect says to the person claiming to be paid, ‘ You have in your 
hands that which is applicable to the payment—pay _—_ 
of Varieties 





out of that.’” Similarly in Re Leeds, §c., Theatres 
Buoxiey, J., said: “‘I am administering the assets of the 
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Theatres Co. There is a person—namely, the Finance Co. [%.¢., 
the debenture-holder |—who is both a debtor to the fund to be 
administered and a claimant against it. I think that that person 
cannot comé and say that he is entitled to a dividend out 
of the fund until he has first made complete the fund 
out of which he says he is entitled to a dividend.” Hence both 
in this case and in Re Brown & Gregory (Limited) it was held 
that the proper course was to add the amount of the debt to the 
fund, and then to pay the other claimants out of the actual fund, 
so far as it would extend, upon the footing that it really included 
the amount of the debt. The debtor debenture-holder would 
thus take nothing unless the share payable to him exceeded 
the amount due from him. 
Where, however, there has been a transfer of the debenture 
for value, then the clause above referred to comes into operation. 
The transferee is not affected by any claim which the company 
may have against his transferor, and he is entitled to share in 
the fund without reference to such claim. In Re Goy § Co. 
(supra) the transfer, which was for value, was refused registra- 
tion upon the ground that a claim existed against the transferor. 
This claim, however, had not arisen until after the transfer 
had been made, and although the whole proceedings took place 
after the commencement of the winding up, it was held that 
the right of the transferee to be registered was absolute, and 
hence he was entitled to the benefit of the conditions indorsed 
on the debentures. In Re Brown § Gregory (supra), on the 
other hand, there had been no transfer of the debentures for 
value. A firm who were debenture-holders in and debtors to 
the company had transferred their debentures to a trustee for 
creditors. It was argued on behalf of the trustee that he was 
in the position of debenture-holder, that he owed nothing 
to the company, and that he was therefore exempt from 
liability to contribute the amount of his transferor’s debt. But 
neither the company nor the other debenture-holders had come 
in under the creditors’ deed, and it was held by Byrrnz, J., 
that the trustee could not assert any title superior to that 
of his assignors. ‘In my opinion,” said the late learned 
judge, ‘Parmer, as assignee, is in no better position than 
his assignors, being simply general assignee in trust for 
creditors (neither the debenture-holders nor the company having 
come in under it), and he can only be entitled subject to the same 
equities as his assignors were subject to. He is not in the 
position of a bond fide purchaser for value as was the assignee in 
the case of Re Goy § Co. (supra).” 





Reviews. 


Public Education. 


THE Law or Pustic Epvcation IN ENGLAND AND WALES. By 
G. EDWARDES JongEs, Barrister-at-Law, and J. C. G. Syxzs. 
Szconp Epition. Rivingtons. 


The editors are to be congratulated on the accomplishment of their 
task. This new edition forms a very complete collection of 
the statutes relating to public education. The London Act of last 
session and sundry other Acts bearing on the subject have been 
added to the Acts comprised in the first edition, and the notes have been 
revised, and the official orders and regulations brought up to date. 
The mere bringing together into one volume of the statute law is of 
iteelf a useful undertaking; in the present case its use is greatly 
enhanced by the painstaking care with which the statutes have been 
annotated. The arrangement of the book is good, and the table of 
contents and the index render it easier than is often the case in a 
work of this nature to discover the law relating to any particular 
branch of the subject. 





Motor-cars 
Tae Law ReLatrine To Moror-cars. By H. LAncrorp Lewis and 
W. Hapaye Porter, Barristers-at-Law. Tutrp Epirion. Butter- 


worth & Co.; Shaw & Sons 


This little book contains the text of the Motor-car Acts, 1896 and 
1903, with the official regulations. The notes to the Acts are care- 
fully written and should be useful to those concerned with the 
aAministration of the law affecting motor-cars and to those who own 
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An Encyclopedia of Forms and Precedents other than Qoyy 
Forms. By Eminent Conveyancing and Commercial Counsel. Unde 
the General Editorship of ARTHUR UNDERHILL, M.A., LLp 


assisted by CHARLES OTTo BLAGDEN, MA’ 
Wim E. C. Bayyes, M.A., LL.M., Barrister. 
Frank TopHaM, LL.M., Barrister-at-Law, anj 


VALE Nicoxas, Barrister-at-Law. Two Vols. Vol. IV.: Co 
to Companies. Vol. VI.: Ferries to Insurance. Butterworth & (y, 


Model Bye-laws as to Nuisances and New Streets and Buildi 


Health Act, 1875, and the Public Health Ac 
1890, with Alternative and Additional Clans. 


Prepared and Edited by WiLL1AM MaAcKENZziE, M.A., Barrister-at. 
Law, and Percy HanprorD. Six Series comprising the Model Bye. 
laws of the Local Government Board, and Special Series preparej 
by the Editors. Butterworth & Co. ; Shaw & Sons. 

An Epitome of the Practice of the Chancery and King’s Bend 
Divisions of the High Court of Justice. By the late Witny 
ArcHBUTT Pocock, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. By 
his son, ARCHIBALD HeENRyY Pocock, Esq., Barrister-at-Lay, 








Correspondence. 
Registration of Title. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—We are acting as solicitors for the purchaser of a property 
which is on the Land Registry, and for which £600 is being paid. 
We are also acting as solicitors for a mortgagee who is advancing 
£200 upon a registered charge of the property, in order to enable the 
purchaser to complete the purchase. 
Under rule 336 (g) we are apparently entitled to the full few 
in respect of the charge of £200, and only half the fees in 
respect of the purchase-money, that is, we shall be entitled to feesin 
respect of £200 plus £300, i.e., £500, so that if we were acting for 
the purchaser alone we should receive scale fees on £600, whereas 
when we act for the purchaser and a mortgagee we receive scale fees on 
£500! That is, the more the work, the less the pay. 
Under rule 6 of Schedule I., Part I., of the order under the 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, the full fee is paid on the 
purchase-money and the half fee on the mortgage; the new Land 
Transfer Rules apparently reverse this position for the solicitors 
costs as above mentioned, but it is to be noted that in reference 


the Land Registry have taken care that they 


shall get the full fee in respect of the transfer and half fee only 
on the charge (see Land Transfer Fee Order, rule 12). 

We shall be glad if you or your readers can inform us whether 
we have correctly interpreted rule 336 (9), as, if so, it would 
appear that rules made by the Lord Chancellor ‘‘ with the advice 
and assistance” of the Rule Committee can be grotesque, a result 


hesitate to conceive possible. 
EMANUEL, Rounp, & NATHAN. 


27, Walbrook, June 10. 


under head of Current Topics.—Ep., S./.] 





‘Interesting to Solicitors.” 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ]} 


Sir,—The following cutting is from to-day’s City Press, and refers to 
the City of London Court: 


“JUNE 14. 


(Before His Honour Judge RENTOUL, K.C.) 


INTERESTING TO SOLICITORS. 


In the course of a case the judge said he would allow solicitors theit 
costs if it was cheaper for them to appear instead of the litigant 
conducting the case himself. If not, the client must do it, or he must 
pay for his solicitors out of his own pocket.”’ 

If this report be correct, it would be interesting to know on what 
authority a layman can be compelled to conduct his own case, 
run all the risks attending such a course, on pain of having himself to 
pay his solicitors’ fees for appearing. 

The effect is clearly to indirectly curtail the right which solicitors 


the county court, and such a practice could not 


have been adopted with a view to saving expense in cases of 


under the existing rules the plaintiff is entitled 


no costs at all in such cases, merely recovering the court fees, w 
he employs a solicitor or not. a. oS 
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*€ £396,000 to be written off by extinguishing a amount of 
the preferred ordinary shares and of the deferred o' shares.  (ii.) 


Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 


fe COMPANIES ACTS, 1867 AND 1877, AND Le HOARE & CO. 
(LIMITED AND REDUCED). No. 2. 7th and 10th June. 


Gourany—Repvetion or CarrraL—Dererioration IN VALUE OF Assets — 
ResexvE—Prorosep Scueme—Prererence SHarrs—Sanction or Court 
—JvrispicTIon—DiscreTIon—Practice—Compantes Acts, 1867 (30 & 31 
Vier. c. 131) anv 1877 (40 & 41 Vict. c. 26). 


This was an appeal from a decision of Buckley, J., refusing to sanction a 
scheme for the reduction of the capital of the company owing to 
depreciation and loss. The facts were as follows: The company 
Hoare & Co. (Limited), was incorporated in the year 1894 under the 
Companies Acts, 1862 to 1890, as a limited company, and the object of the 
company was to carry on the businesses of brewers and maltsters, hop 
merchants, and other businesses relating to brewing and breweries, and 
certain other matters set out in the memorandum of association of the 
company. The original capital of the company was, by the memorandum 
and articles of association, fixed at £1,000,000, divided into 60,000 pre- 
ference shares of £10 each, 36,000 preferred ordinary shares of £10 
each, and 4,000 deferred ordinary shares of £10 each. Clause 12 of 
the articles of association provided as follows: ‘‘The 60,000 preference 
shares shall confer the right to a fixed cumulative preferential dividend 
at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum on the amounts for the time 
being paid up or credited as paid up thereon,and shall rank both as to 
dividend and capital in priority to all other shares in the capital, 
nevertheless the company may at any time, as provided by clause 50 
hereof, with the sanction of a general meeting create and issue 20,000 
additional preference shares of £10 each ranking in all respects pari passu 
with the said 60,000 preference shares. . « The said 36,000 preferred 
ordinary shares shall confer the right to a fixed cumulative dividend at the 
rate of £5 per cent. per annum on the amounts for the time being paid up 
or credited as paid up thereon, and shall rank both as regards dividend 
and capital in priority to the said deferred ordinary shares. The surplus 
profits from time to time available for dividend shall be applicable 
to the payment of dividend on the said deferred ordinary shares as herein- 
after provided.’’ The rights in winding up were defined in clause 161, as 
follows: ‘‘ In the event of a winding up, the surplus assets shall be applied 
(1) In paying off the capital paid up onthe preference shares at £120 per cent. 
and any arrears of dividend to the time of such payment ; (2) in paying off 
the capital paid up on the preferred ordinary shares at £100 per cent. and 
any arrears of dividend to the time of such payment; and (3) the surplus 
shall belong to the holders of the deferred ordinary shares in proportion to 
the number of such shares held by them respectively.” Provision was 
made in paragraph 8. of clause 119 for a reserve fund, and a power was 
conferred on the directors in the following terms : ‘‘Before recommending 
any dividend to set aside out of the profits of the company such sums as 
they think proper as a reserve fund to meet contingencies, or for equalizing 
dividends, or for repairing, improving, and maintaining any of the property 
of the company, and for other purposes, as the directors shall in their 
absolute discretion think conducive to the interests of the company, and 
(subject to clause 4 hereof) to invest the several sums so set aside upon such 
investments as they may think fit, and from time to time deal with and 
vary such investments and dispose of all and any part thereof for the 
benefit of the company, and to divide the reserve fund into such special 
funds as they think fit, and to employ the reserve fund or any part 
thereof in the business of the company, and that without being 
bound to keep the same separate from the other assets.” In 
May, 1896, the capital of the company was by a resolution of a general 
meeting increased to £1,200,000 by the creation of 20,000 new 5 per cent. 
cumulative preference shares of £10 each to rank in all respects pari passu 
with the then existing preference shares, and in June, 1897, a further 
imcrease in the capital was sanctioned to £1,950,000 by the creation of 
7,500 new shares of £10 each to be called A cumulative preference shares, 
Which should rank for dividend next after the 80,000 existing preference 
shares and in priority to the ordinary shares for the time being, whether 
preferred ordinary or deferred ordinary. and also in a winding up be 
entitled to rank as regards repayment of capital next after the 80,000 
ae J preference shares as above. All the company’s shares had 
en issued and fully paid up. Since its incorporation the com- 
pany had out of profits paid considerable dividends, and it had 
built up, pursuant to paragraph 8 of clause 119 of its articles, a 
reserve fund of £292,612 18s. Id., which consisted of the following items : 
1) Premiums received for leases, £48,737 18s. 1d.; (2) premiums received 


on issue of preference shares, £252,000; (3) general reserve fund, 


£50,000, less £58,125. The general reserve fund consisted of undistributed 
Profits accumulated since 1896. Besides the above, £2,365 17s. 8d., part 
of the profits for the year ending the 7th of January, 1903, and 
£29,116 19s. 11d., profits ending the 7th of January, 1904, had not been 
b ibuted. The assets of the company consisted to a large extent of 
ied public-houses, both freehold and leasehold, and loans advanced 
on security of public-houses. For some time past there had 
aS. large and continuous fall in the value of assets of this 
beiption. The company therefore had their breweries, public- 
ouses, and loans valued by experts, and it was ascertained that 
such items were of less value than the amount at which they stood in the 
—, bakance-sheet by the sum of £591,707 13s. 10d., and that 
— of that amount had been lost or was unrepresented by available 
hold, After much deliberation and consultation with the principal share- 

€rs, it was determined by the directors to deal with the loss as follows 


£195,707 13s. 10d. to be met by writing off the like amount part of th 
reserve funds of the company. ‘The whole of the preferred and deferred 


ordinary shares were held by four shareholders. Clause 53 of the 
articles of association provided that the ay ae J might from 
time to time, by special resolution, reduce the capital by paying off capital 


or cancelling capital which had been lost or was unrepresented by avail- 
able assets, or reducing the liability on the shares or otherwise. By 
special resolutions of the company, unanimously and confirmed in 
March and April, 1904, it was resolved that the capital of the company 
be reduced to £1,554,000, and that it should be effected by cancelling the 
whole of the preferred ordinary shares and the capital paid up thereon 
as being capital lost, &c., and by cancelling the sum of £9 per share in 
respect of each of the deferred ordinary shares as being capital lost, &c., 
and by reducing the nominal amount of such deferred ordinary shares to 
£1 per share, and also by altering the articles of association by 

them accord with the altered capital. All the preference shareholders 
agreed to this. Accordingly the company presented a petition to the 
court praying for its sanction to their proposed scheme. Buckley, J., 
refused to sanction a reduction on those terms, and agreed with Cozens- 
Hardy, L.J., in Re Barrow Hematite Steel Co. (1900, 2 Ch. 846, 49 W. R. 
Dig. 24, and 50 W. R. 71; 1901, 2 Ch. 746, 50 W. R. Dig. 25) that 
sums of this kind—i.c., the reserve fund, must be taken into considera- 
tion to find out the loss, and he dismissed the petition. The company 
appealed. 

Tur Covrr (Vavenan Wittiams, Romer, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
sanctioned the scheme and allowed the appeal. 

Romer, L.J., delivered his judgment first: The only question before us 
is one of principle—it may be cne of law—viz., whether the court has juris- 
diction in the circumstances, such as they arise here, to sanction a 
reduction of capital. I think we have. This application is made in a case 
where there was a reserve fund, which was properly, set apart by the 
company under the provision of its articles. This reserve fund was 
properly created—i.e., at the time it was created it was a reserve fund 
which arose from the fact that there were available assets after deducting 
all liabilities, which might have been applied as the company thought fit 
without infringing the Companies Acts or the articles of the company. It 
was a reserve fund properly created, and iticould have been dealt with by the 
company in accordance with the provisions of its articles either in equaliz- 
ing dividends or maintaining the company’s property or in accordance 
with the provisions of its articles. Now, what does such a fund as that 
represent ? In my opinion, it in nowise represents a capital account properly 
so-called. The company might have kept these assets and set them apart 
to form the reserve fund, and kept them wholly apart from the other 
accounts of the company. So long as they did that, it is clear to me, that 
the assets representing the reserve fund could not properly be called capital 
assets. But they did not; they allowed the matter to rest in account, 
and they allowed the company to deal with them in the ordinary course of 
business [His lordship referred to the loss]. Ought this loss to be treated as 
wholly to the capital account, or to the reserve fund, or apportioned? I 
think it ought to be apportioned between the reserve fund and the capital 
account properly so-called. But the eompany propose to do more—i.e., to 
attribute more than the due proportion of loss to the reserve fund. In 
my opinion it was a matter they were not bound todo. We are asked to 
reduce this capital, and I think the court has jurisdiction to sanction this 
scheme, though I quite agree it is entirely at the court’s discretion, but 
here the court ought to allow the small portion of the reserve fund to 
remain and the scheme ought to be sanctioned. I see all the shareholders 
are unanimous. 

Vaveuan Wiiiams and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., delivered judgments 
substantially to the same effect.—Counset, Neville, K.C., Eve, K.C., and 
Martelli. Sourcrrors, Sandilands § Co 

| Reported by A. R. Taytour, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
PORTER v. GIBBONS AND BISSET. Kekewich, J. 8th June. 
Resrrtorive Covenant—LopGines—Private Hovse—Payine Guest. 


This was an action to recover premises owing to forfeiture through 
breaches of covenant by the defendants, and for an injunction. e 
plaintiff by deed let the whole of the upper part of a house for a term of 
seven years. The deed contained covenants by the lessee for himself and 
assigns that he would not let, underlet, or assign the premises without 
permission from the plaintiff, such permission not to be unreasonably 
withheld in the case of a respectable and responsible person, and also not 
to make any alteration in nor use the said premises except as a private 
dwelling-house. The lessee also covenanted for himself and assigns not to 
exhibit any bill or placard in or about the said dwelling-house intimating 
that any part of the said premises would be let for lodgings. After various 
assignments, with the consent of the plaintiff, the lease was finally held 
by the defendant Gibbons, who, in conformity with the terms of it, asked 
for the plaintiff’s consent to a sub-letting to the other defendant, Mrs. 
Bisset. After inquiry, the plaintiff was dissatisfied with the intended 
sub-lessee and refused his consent to the letting of the premises to her. 
Notwithstanding this refusal, the defendant Gibbons sub-let to Bisset, whose 
lease contained covenants similar to those in the head-lease. The defend- 
ant Bisset, the sub-lessee, had received friends and acquaintances who, 
with their families, stayed for long periods and contributed to the cost of 
carrying on the establishment by a fixed weekly or monthly payment. 





This, together with the sub-letting without consent, were the breaches 
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complained of. The defendants asserted that the consent of the plaintiff 
had unreasonably been withheld, that if there had been a breach or 
breaches there had been a waiver by the subsequent acceptance of rent, 
and further, that no notice had been served, as required by section 14 of 
the Conveyancing Act, 1881. 

Kexewicn, J.—The plaintiff seeks to recover possession on account of 
forfeiture due to breaches of covenant committed by the defendants. 
There have been many questions gone into that are not necessary to be 
dealt with. My judgment will be on those only with which I deal. The 
first breach complained of is a sub-letting by Mr. Gibbons without license 
from hislandlord. According to the agreement he could not sub-let with- 
out a licence ; if he did so, that isa breach under which plaintiff could 
recover. It is suggested that licence to sub-let was applied for but was 
unreasonably withheld. Ido not think the licence was unreasonably with- 
held since the plaintiff was not satisfied with the responsibility of the 
proposed sub-lessee. But I think the plaintiff waived the breach by 
accepting rent on a date subsequent to the breach. Law rests on the 
equitable doctrine that a man cannot affirm and disaffirm. He is not 
entitled to say, ‘‘ You have committed a breach, but I will take your rent.”’ 
As to the next point, there is a covenant in this agreement that the prem- 
ises are not to be used except asa private dwelling-house. Gibbons has 
only covenanted for himself, executors, and assigns, so that he cannot be 
held responsible for any breach that may be committed by the under- 
lessee. I am not aware that this question as to the use of premises other 
than as a dwelling-house has before come up for discussion. This lady 
(Mrs. Bisset) in order to lighten the expenses of housekeeping, has taken 
to live with her various friends and acquaintances. She has not done 
this by way of making a business of letting rooms, nor has she made or 
sought to make any profit by so acting ; she has not kept a boarding-house, 
she has merely taken in these friends as sharers of her housekeeping 
liability. Therefore I am of opinion that the covenant restraining the 
use of the premises for lodgings has not been broken.—CovnseEL, Lawrence, 
K.C., Brandon, and H. W. Grain ; Stewart Smith, K.C., and Boome. Sortict- 
tors, Webb § Sons; Burchell; C. 8. Giddins. 

[Reported by Atrrep C. Toomas, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re TAYLOR’S AGREEMENT TRUSTS. Buckley, J. 4th June. 


ComPpANY—WINDING-UP—AGREEMENT FOR Sate or Lerrers PArent 
BY LiqvuipatoR—No AssiGNMENT—DIssoLUTION oF ComPpany—Bona 
Vacantia—Vestinc Orper—Trustee Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vicr. c. 53), 
s. 35 (1) (m.) (c)—Parents, Designs, anp TrapE-Marks Act, 1883 
(46 & 47 Vicr. c. 57), s. 90. 


The liquidators of a limited company which was being wound up 
contracted to sell certain letters patent to a purchaser. The purchase- 
money was paid, but no assignment was taken before the company was 
dissolved. e purchaser petitioned for a vesting order and rectification 
of the Register of Patents. His lordship (ante, p. 476, sub. nom. Re Niger 
Patent Electric Enamel Co.) declined to make any order on the petition, on 
the grounds mentioned in the former report, but allowed it to stand over. 
It was now stated on behalf of the petitioners that the Comptroller of 
Patents had, on the advice of the Board of Trade, consented to enter 
the name of the petitioner on the register as proprietor of the letters 
patent, and it was asked that the petition should be dismissed. 

Bucktey, J., accordingly dismissed the petition.—CovnseL, A. J. Walter ; 
R. J. Parker. Souscrrors, A. M. Longhurst, for Mackay, Taylor, & Goffey, 
Liverpool ; Treasury Solicitor. 

[Reported by H. L. Ormiston, Esq., Barrister-at-Law]. 





Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re EVERSON. £2 parte THE OFFICIAL RECEIVER. 


Bigham and 
Darling, JJ. 13th June. 


Banxrurtcy—Apprrats rrom Country Covrts—Martrer iw Dispute not 
Exceepine £50 ry Vatur—Wnaart Covrr Oan Grant Leave to APPEAL 
—Banxrvrtcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), s. 104—Banxrvuptcy 
Appgats (County Courts) Act, 1884 (47 Vicr. c. 9), s. 2—Banxkruptcy 
Rutes, 129, 130. 

Appeal from an order of the county court judge at Newport, Mon., 
re to declare that a payment of £16 12s. 6d. by the bankrupt to the 
mdent was a fraudulent preference. The respondent took the pre- 
liminary objection that the money involved in the appeal did not exceed 
£50 in value, and that by rule 129 no appeal lay without the leave of the 
county court, which had in this case been refused. Counsel for the 
appellant stated that after the refusal by the county court of leave to 
appeal he had made an ez parte application to Bruce, J., in chambers 
acting as bankruptcy judge, and had obtained leave to appeal. He 
contended that by section 104 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, any orders 
in bankruptcy matters are subject to appeal, and that the application to 

Bruce, J., was equivalent to an appeal from the order of the county court 

refusing leave to appeal. 

Tue Covrr (Bicuam and Darinc, JJ.) sustained the preliminary 
objection and refused to hear the appeal. They held that, in the case of 
from county courts, the ‘‘court’’ in rule 129 means the county 

court, and that no appeal lies in cases where the money or money’s worth 
involved does not exceed £50 without the leave of the county court. They 
further held that a refusal by the county court to give leave to appeal is 
not an ‘‘order”’ within section 104 from which an appeal will lie, and 
consequently that the order of Bruce, J., was made without jurisdiction. 

—Covunsen, Muir Mackenzie; Hansell. Soxicrtors, Solicitor to the Board of 

Trade; F. Kinch. 


{Reported by P. M. Francxe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





—<<$$<_= 
Solicitors’ Cases. 
EDMUNDSON v. RENDER. Kekewich, J. %th and 10th June, 


Soricrrors —Covenant— Arrictes or CLERKSHIP—-AGREEMENT Nor qo 
Practise Wirxin Certain Raprvs. 


This was an action by a solicitor against the defendant, another solicitoy 
and formerly articled clerk to the plaintiff, on a covenant in the articles of 
clerkship made between plaintiff and defendant the 20th of July, 1893 
whereby the defendant bound himself to serve as clerk to the plaintiff for 
three years. There was a covenant in the articles as follows: ‘‘ And the 
said J. W. Render doth hereby for himself and his heirs, executors, and 
administrators covenant, promise, and agree to and with the said 
C. F. P. Edmundson, his executors, &c., that he the said J, W, 
Render shall not at any time hereafter either on his own behalf 
or as a clerk or partner or otherwise on behalf af any other 
person or persons who practise or who may practise or carry on the 
business or profession of a solicitor or do any work or act for or on behalf 
of any person or persons usually done by solicitors within a radius of 
fifteen miles from Masham Market Cross without the written permission of 
the said C. F. P. Edmundson or of the said firm or the successor or 
successors of the said firm.’’ The plaintiff now asked for an injunction 
to restrain defendant from practising as a solicitor in breach of the afore. 
mentioned covenant and for damages for breach. The defendant wag 
admitted as a solicitor in 1901 and in the same year opened an office in 
Harrogate, which place is outside the forbidden radius. He lived, however, 
within the radius. Various acts done by defendant were alleged as 
breaches of the covenant, which acts, while denied as constituting 
breaches, were admitted by the defendant. He admitted causing a plaint 
to be issued out of the Ripon County Court as solicitor for a person livi 
at Fearby, nexr Masham; Ripon and Fearby being within the prohibited 
radius. The defendant pleaded, however, that the plaint in fact was issued 
by the registrar of the county court on the instructions of the defendant 
contained in a letter written and posted in Harrogate, and all the other 
proceedings in the action were done by the defendant by means of writing, 
and not personally from Harrogate. He admitted receiving instructions 
to obtain probate of the will of a gentleman residing within the forbidden 
radius and to wind up the estate, but such instructions were received by 
him at his office, in Harrogate. He also advertised a farm to be let ina 
paper published and printed in Harrogate but circulating within the for. 
bidden radius. He also assisted with his advice a personal friénd who 
lived within the forbidden radius to make her will, and for this did not 
make any professional charge, but received a merely nominal payment, 
These different acts, the plaintiff stated, constituted the alleged breaches. 

Kexewicn, J.—I take it that Mr. Render has honestly intended to carry 
out the covenant, and if he has transgressed, it is not due to any intended 
misconduct on his part. He has committed an error in attempting to 
advise himself on a difficult question. He was instructed to obtain probate 
of a will and to wind up an estate. In the course of this work he had to 
obtain evidence within the prescribed area. I think that liberality should be 
exercised in construing a covenant of this kind, and I should be unwilling 
to say that there had been a transgression in this particular instance. 
Neither do I think that he transgressed by advertising on behalf of a client 
in a paper circulating within the prescribed area (but printed and published 
in Harrogate), the letting of certain property. Moreover, he was instructed 
to sue in the county court situated in the prescribed area. He did 20, 
carrying the action through to its completion by settlement. It was all 
done by Render without leaving his office in Harrogate. It is said that he 
was not acting in breach of his covenant in this instance, but I have no 
doubt that in issuing the plaint the registrar of the court was acting as 
Mr. Render’s agent. Mr. Render also prepared a will which was sent, not 
to the testatrix, but to her relative ; so far no work was done within the limit, 
For his work he charged, though only nominally, yet it was a solicitor’s 
charge for work done. He went on a visit to the testatrix and was asked as 
a favour to attend the execution of the will: Why did he attend?’ Why, to 
see that it was properly executed. He must have done this in his character 
as solicitor. I must not be held to say that a man cannot do such an act 
as a friend without breaking such a covenant, But this a different case. 
The defendant did what he ought not to have done, though not wilfully. 
Damages 20s., and defendants must pay costs.—CounsrL, Lawrence, K.C., 
and 0. Thempson ; Stewart Smith, K.C., and Maugham. Soxticrrors, Toovrey 
& Sons; Robins & Clark. 

[Reported by Atrrep C. Tuomas, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 





Sir Gainsford Bruce has intimated that he will esteem it a privilege to 
receive at the Middle Temple Hall on Tuesday, the 21st inst., from 4 to 6 
p.m., members of the bar who may wish to do him the honour to take: 
leave of him on his retirement from the bench. 


Some anecdotes of Sir Gainsford Bruce are pyblished. On one occasion, 
says the St. James’s Gazette, he was reading to the court a passage in @ 
ship’s log, and it happened that the name of the ship was the name of the 
judge. ‘‘ It was very slow work,’ ran one passage, ‘‘ pushing old Bruce 
along.’’ The court roared; they had had experience of it; and even Sit 
Gainsford Bruce relaxed the habitual gloom of his expression and laughed 
with the court. His peculiar gravity of visage gave strange zest to a joke 
from his lips. ‘I'wo prisoners were one day brought before him for stealing 
fowls, and to everybody’s surprise the jury found them not guilty. ‘‘ You 
are discharged, and I quite agree with the jury in giving you the benefit of 
the doubt,” said Sir Gainsford, ‘‘ but I think you know more about these 
fowls than either I or the jury.”” The men first looked astounded and then 
grinned ; they could afford it at that stage, 
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Law Societies. 
The Law Society. 


Notice. 


The annual general meeting of the members of the society will be held in 
the hall of the society on Friday, the 22nd of July next, at 2 p.m. 

The following are the names of the members of the Council retiring by 
rotation, viz.: Messrs. C. M. Barker, J. W. Budd, W. H. Gray, H. E. 
Gribble, Thos. Marshall, F. P. Morrell, Thos. Rawle, Chas. Cheston, 
Sir A. K. Rollit, and Mr. A. Wightman. 

So far as is known, with the exception of Mr. Cheston, they will be 
nominated for re-election. 

There are two other vacancies, one caused by the death of Mr. W. D. 
Freshfield, and the other by the resignation of Mr G. Frere. 

By order, E. W. Wi1amson, Secretary. 


Law Society, June 15. 





The Incorporated Justices’ Clerks’ Society: 


The annual meeting of this society was held on the 10th inst., the out- 
going president, Mr. J. Cuatmers-Hunr, being in the chair. 

The CuarrMAn, in his address, said that in regard to the Licensing Bill 
letters had been addressed to the Prime Minister and Home Secretary 
asking that the present licensing areas might be made self-contained and 
self-governed, with power to reduce licences and award compensation 
subject to appeal in general to quarter sessions, but that as regarded 
county boroughs the appeal to the county quarter sessions might be 
dispensed with. The Justices of the Peace Bill was welcomed as removing 
the disability which hitherto had prevented a solicitor from being 
appointed to the commission of the peace within any county in which he 
was practising. ‘The draft rules now in force under the Poor Prisoners’ 
Defence Act, 1903, had been considered, and upon the invitation of the 
Home Secretary suggestions had been submitted upon them. The atten- 
tion of the council having been called to cases of hardship to prosecutors and 
witnesses in indictable cases arising under the new scale of allowances, 
members had been invited to submit for tabulation such cases as should 
come within their knowledge. The chairman expressed the thanks of 
the society to Mr. Rawson, the vice-president, for having vindicated in 
two important actions the rights of licensing justices on appeal to select 
‘and retain their own solicitor. 

Mr. E. C. Sanders was elected president for the ensuing year, aud Mr. 
Chalmers-Hunt vice-president, Mr. Hitchins and Dr. Osborn Boyes 
auditors, and Messrs. E. W. Beal, T. Christopher, R. Ellett, T. Holmes 
Gore, *. G. Hindle, J. R. Roberts, E. C. Sanders, A. T. Simpson, 
E. Waugh, and G. C. Whiteley were appointed on the Council. Mr. 
Henry Rosling, of Reigate, was continued as secretary. 

The members afterwards dined together at the Law Society’s Hall, and 
there were present as guests Sir Ralph Littler, K.C., Mr. H. E. Duke, 
K.C., M.P., Mr. J. E. Gray Hill (president of the Law Society), Mr. Henry 
White (president of the Coroners’ Society), Mr. Albert G. Sandeman, J.P., 
Mr. Robert Walters, J.P., Mr. W. E. Tallents, and Mr. W. Mackenzie. 





Law Association. 


A meeting of the directors was held at the Law Society’s Hall on 
Thursday, the 9th inst., Mr. F. T. Birdwood in the chair. The other 
directors present were Mr. Daw, Mr. Foss, Mr. Gardiner, Mr. Nisbet, 
Mr. Peacock, Mr. Pead, Mr. Vallance, Mr. Waters, and Mr. Woodhouse. 
£595 was voted for the continued relief of eleven members’ cases in the 
current year, and £310 to non-members’ cases. Mr. F. 'T. Birdwood was 
elected chairman of the board for the current year, one new member was 
elected, and other general business was transacted. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Calls to the Bar. 


The following gentlemen were called to the bar on Wednesday : 
NCOLN’s-InN.—H. V. Drake-Brockman, Peterhouse, Camb., M.A., 
LL.M.; F. 8. Dornhorst, St. John’s Coll., Camb.; A. B. Miller, New 
Coll, Oxford, B.A.; C. M. B. Byles, B.A., Oxon.; N. M. Vickers, Trin. 
Coll. Oxford; B. Dickinson, Caius Coll., Camb.; T. Dawson, Edin. 
Univ. ; G. F. Deas, Lincoln Coll., Oxford, B.A., LL.B. ; 8. A. Haidar, 
Christ’s Coll., Camb. ; Abul Hasan; B. L. Mitter, Calcutta Univ., M.A. ; 
F. de Zulueta, New Coll , Oxford, B.A.; N. C. Mehra, Downing Coll., 
Camb. ; C. J. Parton, Univ Coll., Oxford, B.A.; J. E. Hogg (a barrister 
of New South Wales); A. Willoughby-Osborne, Attorney-General of the 
Gold Coast Colony; J. H. Pinder, Caius Coll., Camb., M.A.; W. Jago, 
F.LO., F.C.S. ; André Chéron (a French subject), Licencié en Droit. 

Inver Tempiz.—J. W. Jardine, B.A., LL.B., Camb., certificate of 
honour Trinity term, 1904; H. Maddocks, certificate of honour Trinity 
term, 1904; CG. A. V. Bowra; H. T. Wright, Camb.; C. H. Pierson, 
B.A,, Camb.; E. C. Cochrane, Dublin; O. H. S. Shepherd-Cross, 
Oxford; P. Dadabhai, B.A., Bombay; K. A. Salam Khan, B.A., Camb, ; 
V. B. Mehta, B.A., Camb.; ©. W. B.Molteno, Camb.; R. L. Megarry, 
B.A., LL.B., Camb.; ©. P. Goodden, B.A., Camb. ; R. Woodward, jun., 
B.A., Oxford; R. C, Hawkin, B.A., Oxford; A. A. Eustace, B.A., Camb. : 





P. Appasamy, B.A., Camb.; CO. E. W. Bean, B.A., Oxford; B. J. Albery, 
BA. Oxford. P. R. Johnson, B.A., Gamb.: W. W. Kennerley, London; 
W. D. Ward, B.A., Camb.; H. T. Ll. Roberts, Camb.; G. P. Baker, 
LL.B., Camb.; F. C. Brown, Camb.; L. H. Barnes, B.A., Oxford ; 
J. G. Duncan, B.A., Camb.; H. H. King, B.A., LL.B., Camb.; Ali 
Akbar Husein Khan Mirza, B.A., Camb.; F. B. Merriman; C. G, 
Alabaster; E. J. P. Brown; W. G. Garrett-Pegge, B.A., Oxford; ©. G. 
ba J. E. King, B A., Oxford; B. W. Lawrence, Camb.; and D. 

. Carr. 

Mippir Tempte.—J. A. Simpson, LL.B., Lond., first-class honours and 
University exhibition, jurisprudence, and Roman law, first-class honours 
and University scholarship, common law and equity, certificate of honour, 
C.L.E., Trinity, 1904; W. 8S. Glyn-Jones, journalist, certificate of honour, 
C.L.E., Easter, 1904, M. N. Drucqner, M.A., LL.B., Lond., certificate of 
honour, O.L.E., Trinity, 1904; Sir John Keane, Captain, R.A.; C. A, 
Palmer-Chizzola ; H. R. Palmer, B.A., LL.B , late scholar of Trin. Hall, 
Camb.; D. G. W. Davies, B.A., St. Edmund Hall, Oxford; E. Metzer; 
P. F. A. Gellé; L. R. Thomas; W. E. B. Henderson, B.A., Trin. Coll., 
Oxon.; E. A.C. Lloyd; R. H. Curtis; A. S H. Maclean; J. W. Finn; 
M. M. Imam; R. G. C. Livett; H.S. Berkeley; T. D. Zal; M. Ali 
Khan; W. M. Freeman, Univ. of London; 8. C. Mitra, St. John’s Coll., 
Oxford; F. C. Watmough, B.A., Oxon. ; R. J. Meller; P. G. Hastings ; 
W. M. R. Pringle, M.A , LL.B.; A. E. Casper, B.A., Cantab; G. J. 
Rycroft; J. W. Orr, M.A.; R. H. M. B. Atkinson; B. W. Bawa, 
advocate of the Supreme Court of Ceylon. 

Gray’s-rnn.—J. R. A. Moore, London Univ., certificate of honour, 
C.L.E., Trinity, 1904 ; E. C. Burgis, B.A., Lincoln Coll.. Oxford, certifi- 
cate of honour, ©.L.E., Trinity, 1904, Bacon scholar, 1902; Abdul Rahim 
Khan, B.A., Trin. Hall, Camb. ; W. A. Elias, LL.B., Vict. Univ., Liver- 
pool Board of Legal Studies scholarship, 1900, and Vict. Univ. scholar- 
ship in law, 1901; Pyara Lai; J. Atkinson, Bacon scholar, 1901; E. St. C. 
Harnett ; Sarada Prasad Sen ; Syed Moti-ur-Rahman ; F. K. Sandbach, 
B.A., C C.C., Oxford; J. P. C. Bhattacharji; Harendra Nath Sen, M.A., 
B.L., Calcutta Univ. ; R. H. Nichols; T. W. Morgan; V. P. Row, St. 
John’s Coll., Camb., B.A., Madras Univ. ; W. P. Donald, Vict. Univ. ; 
D. V. Pereira; V. J. Buckie; and G. M. Swift, B.A., late exhibitioner, 


Worcester Coll., Oxford. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. H. Berrram O. Pemserton, of Birmingham, solicitor, has been 
appointed by the Chief Justice and other Judges of the Supreme Court of 
the Transvaal, a Commissioner of that Court to Examine Witnesses in all 
cases in which such examination shall be committed to him, and to Take 
Affidavits in all Suits pending in that Court. 

Mr. Recrnatp More Bray, K.C., has been appointed a Judge of the High 
Court, in the place of Mr. Justice Gainsford Bruce, resigned. The new 
judge is the son of Mr. Reginald Bray, a solicitor, who practised in 
| London. He was educated at Harrow and Trinity College, Cambridge, and 
| was called to the bar in 1868, when he joined the South-Eastern Circuit. 
He is Recorder of Guildford, and has acted as Commissioner of Assize on 
two or three occasions. 

Mr. E. 8S. Roscor, barrister-at-law, late Assistant Admiralty Registrar, 
has been appointed Registrar, in place of Mr. J. G. Smith, retired. 

Mr. Henry Sroxes, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Assistant 
Registrar, in place of Mr. Roscoe. 

Mr. Joun Srracuan, K.C., has been elected a Bencher of the Middle 
Temple, in the place of the late Mr. Macrory, K.C. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Freperic Brunntnc Mapprson, ARcHIBALD Witi1aM Srreuie, and 
Henry Jostan Hv, solicitors (Maddison, Stirling, & Humm), 6, Old 
| Jewry, London. Junel. Thesaid Archibald William Stirling and Henry 
Josiah Humm will carry on business at the said address, 6, Old Jewry. 

[ Gazette, June 10. 





General. 

Mr. George Rivers Blanco- White, the Second Wrangler, is a son of Mr, 
Thomas Blanco- White, solicitor, of 59 and 60, Chancery-lane, London. 
He was educated at St. Paul’s School. 

At a meeting of the General Council of the Bar, Mr. Warmington, K.C., 
was elected chairman, Mr. English Harrison, K.C., vice-chairman, 

Mr. T. T. Methold treasurer of the council for the ensuing year. 

Now that Mr. Justice Bruce has ended his judicial career, says the 
Globe, the number of retired judges is seven. Lord Field, Lord Brampton, 
Sir Edward Fry, Sir Arthur Charles, Sir Ford North, and Sir John Day are 
the other six. 

A lawyer who was defending a suit for a widow, in the fervour of his 
zeal in his client’s cause, exclaimed, says the Central Law Journal: 
‘* Gentlemen of the jury, a man who would be so mean as to sue a helpless 
widow-woman ought to be kicked to death by a jackass ; and, gentlemen 




















| (here the eloquent counsel turned towards the judge), I wish his honour 
‘ would here and now appoint me to do the kicking.”’ 
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The World’s Work, cited by the Globe, says that ‘‘ Forty years ago one 
High Court case was commenced for every 190 inhabitants; nowadays 
but one for every 350. The only court in which litigation has kept pace 
with the population is the Divorce Court, in which the number of petitions 
has nearly oubled in twenty years. If, however, the county courts are 
included in the survey a different tale may be told. The number of cases 
tried in the county courts has increased by 216,000 during the past thirty 
years. 


The Married Women’s Property Act (1882) Amendment Bill was read a 
second time in the House of Lords on Tuesday. The Lord Chancellor, in 
moving the Second Reading, said that the Bill was to meet a defect in the 
main Act which had been discovered by some ingenious person. The 
question had been raised whether a married woman, when not acting as a 
married woman, but simply as a trustee, was free from the control of her 
husband. This Bill made it perfectly clear that a married woman’s 
position under the main Act was not altered when she acted as a trustee. 


At the Dorchester Assizes last week, Mr. Justice Ridley, says the Times 
reporter, in addressing the grand jury, said that in one of the cases he 
was informed that the magistrates had ordered a defence under the Poor 
Prisoners’ Defence Act, but it was his opinion that they could do nothing 
of the sort. That Act indicated clearly not only that the prisoner must be 
poor, but there must also be, having regard to the nature of the defence 
set up by any r prisoner as disclosed in evidence given or statement 
made before the committing justices, reason to think it was desirable in 
the interests of justice that he should have legal aid in the preparation and 
conduct of the defence. In the present case there was no evidence of 
anything of the sort, for the prisoner made no statement at all. A prisoner 
who said nothing and reserved a defence was not in a position to ask for 
aid under the Poor Prisoners Act. Nothing could be clearer or more 
certain than that, and he was sorry to say that the order made in this case 
was a void one, for there was no power to make it, but they must not be 
afraid that prisoners in that condition would have to go without a 
defence. There was no possibility of such a thing in our system of law. 
Gentlemen of the bar had hitherto always been most anxious to assist in 
the administration of justice by defending, at the request of the court, 
any person who was in such a situation; and he had no reason to think, 
and he did not suppose for a moment, that that condition of things would 
cease to prevail among gentlemen of the bar. Nor need they be afraid, 
should there be a defence of the nature which he had indicated with regard 
to any prisoner’s condition of mind, that the Treasury solicitor would fail 
to notice it. It was one of those things of which they had reason to be 
proud, that the department acted not merely for the conviction of prisoners, 
but also for their acquittal. But it was certain that although they might 
think it most desirable in the interests of the prisoner that this Act should 
be used in the way in which he understood the committing magistrates 
had used it in this case, yet it was not within their power so to use it. It 
must be disclosed in the evidence given before them that it was desirable 
that a prisoner should have legal aid, but if a prisoner said, ‘“‘I will 
reserve my defence ’’ they could not avail themselves of the Act. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Recistrars 1n ATTENDANCE ON 


Mr. Justice 
KEKEWICH. 


Mr. Justice 
FARWELL. 


Emercency Apprat Court 
Rora. 0. 2. 
20 Mr. W. Leach Mr. Jackson Mr. Theed Mr. King 
21 Theed Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
22 Jackson Theed King 
- B C : Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
24 2 Jackson Theed i 
. 8 i Pemberton 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
BuckK.ey. Joyce. 


20 Mr. Beal Mr. Church 
21 Carrington Greswell 
Beal 
Carrington 
Beal 
Carrington 


g 
W. Leach Farmer 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Swinrey Eapy. WARRINGTON. 


Mr. R. Leach Mr. Pemberton 
Godfrey Jackson 
R. Leach Carrington 
Godfrey Beal 
R. Leach Godfrey 
Godfrey R. Leach 











The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


June 20.— Messrs. WeaTuEratt & Green, at the Mart, at 2:—East Grinstead: The well- 
known Ea-t Court Estate, convenient to the town and railway station ; self-contained 
estate, with gocd natural boundaries, two on main roads; splendidly timbered ; total 
area 523 acres; possession on completion. Solicitors, Messrs. Leslie & Hardy, London. 
(See advertisements, June 4, p. vi.) 

June 21.— Messrs. Desennam, Tewsox, Farmer, & Bripcewarer, at the Mart, at 2:— 
Hoxton House Asylum. + oxton: Extensive and important Property, part Freehold 
and part Long Leasehold, occupying a total area of about 95,235 square feet 
(2a. Or. 30p ), with frontages of about 279ft 6in to Hoxton-street, in a capital position 
about 250 yards frm Old-street and the Shoreditch Town Hall, and but little more 
than @ mile from the Bank of England ; with possession. Solicitors, James Robinson, 
Esq., and Messrs. Janson. Cobb. Weaseen, & Co., London.—Maytield, Sussex: Freehold 
Farm, about a mile from Mayfield station, within easy reach of the village, church, post- 
office, and shops. Solicitors, Messrs. Chester, Broome, & Griffithes, London. (See 
advertisements, June 4, p. iii ) 

June 21.—Mesers. Devennam, Trwson, Farmer, & Brinarwarter (in conjunction with 
Harry Jas. Burt), at Chestham-park, on Tuesday, June 21, and three following days, 
at 12 each day :—June 21, the contents of the bedrooms and the appointments of the 





drawing-room.—June 22, library of books, appointments of the dining-room.—J, 

23, the collection of oil paintings, water-colours, silver and plated pen 9 collar of 
choice wines.—Junes 24, the appointments of the library, &c. (See advertisements 
June 4, p. iii.) : 

June 21.—Messrs. Nosorti (in conjunction with Mr. W. Burnett Tusss), at the at 
1:—City of London, 7, Moorfields : Long Leasehold Shop Property, immediately adja. 
cent to Moorgate-street Station, rental value £4(0 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs, ie, 
Antill, & Arnold, London.—23 and 25, Fore-street-avenue: Long Leasehold Premises, 
consisting of h » bd t, and four upper floora, let on yearly tenancies 
amounting to £567 10s. per annum. Solicitors. Messrs. Paterson, Candler, & Sykes, 
London.— Willesden-lane, N.W.: Detached, non-basement Freehold Residence, stand. 
ing in its own grounds of over a quarter of a acre; rental value £140 per annum, 
Solicitors, Messrs. Cave & Co., London.—Ascot, Berks: Pretty red-brick Freehold 
bijou Residence, situated on the borders of Windsor Forest, a few minutes from Aseot 
Heath, the racecourse, and golf links; rental value £55 perannum. Solicitors, Messrs, 
Simmons & Simmons, London.—Tottenham-court-road: Short Leasehold Week}; 
Properties, let in tenements, and producing £240 10s. per annum. Solicitor, 8, 
Kingston, Esq., London. (See advertisements, June 11, p. iv.) 

June 21.—Mr. Joserx Srowes, at the Mart, at 2:—Bedford Hill, Balham: Long Leasehold 
semi-detached Residence. Solicitors, Messrs. peer oes Ponsonby, & Ryde, London,— 
High-street, Bromley, Kent: Freehold Site, available for the erection of first-class 
shops with ample space in the rear Solicitors, John Jobson, Esq., and Messrs, 
Kennedy, Ponsonby, & Ryde, London. (See advertisements, June 4, p. vii.) 

June 22.—Messrs, Dovetas Youne & Co., at the Mart, at 2:—West Norwood: Two Free. 
hold Houses, close to station; let at £38 each Solicitors, Messrs. Crump, Sprott, & 
Co., London.—Kennington-road: Freehold Shop, 342, Kennington-road. Solicitors, 
Messrs Gard, Rook, & Winterbotham, London —Clapham-park : Commodious Free. 
hold Family Residence, with lovely gardens, within easy drive of City and West End, 
Herne Bay: Plots of Freehold Building Land, almost adjoining railway station; 
offering a profitable investment. Solicitors, Messrs N. Mason & Co., London.— 
Clapham Common: Two Convenient Residences known as Nos. 55 and 57, Lilleshall- 
road. Solicitors, Messrs. George Reader & Co , London. (See advertisements, June 4, 





p. v. 

June 22.—Messrs. Baxter, Payne, & Lerrer, at the Mart, at 1:—Blackheath, 8.E,; 
Ground-rents, produciug £60 per annum, secured upon the commodious residences, 
Nos. 8, 10. 12, 14, 16, and 18, Lee-terrace, with reversions in 1923 to the rack-rentals 
producing £570 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Routh, Stacey, & Castle, London, 
(See advertisement, this week, p. v.) 


June 23.—Messrs. Baxter, Payne, & Lepper, at the Royal Bell Hotel, Bromley, Kent, at 
8:—Bromley, Matket-square and High-street Witening: Five commanding Shop 
Sites, at the junction of Market-square and High-street. Tre principal plot hasa 
frontage of 72 feet. Solicitors, Messrs. Willett & Latter, Bromley.—Bromley: Pair 
of Freeh»ld Residences, knuwn as Nos. 99 and 101, Widmore-road, placed in large 
oo, and producing £130 per annum; 3 and 4, Fairlawn-villas, Bromley-common, 
et, sonemen Gree perannum. Als the Business Premises, known as Nos. 5, 7, and 
9, ‘Mason's-h , let at £58 per annum _ Solicitors, Messrs. Parkes & Browne, London 
(See advertisements, this week, p. v.) 

June 23.—Messrs. Farresrorurr, Ex.is, Ecerton. Breacu, Gatswortay, & Co., at the 
Mart, at 2, in One Lot: —Surrey: Freehold Residential Property, situated in the 
parish of Oxted, close to the railwav station. It comprises a picturesque old-fashioned 
House, with capital entrance hall, four excellent reception-rooms, and large billiard- 
room, stabling, good model farmery, kitchen and fruit garden, containing about 18 acres, 
Immediate possession. Solicitors, Messrs. Routh, Stacy, & Custle, London.—Oxted: 
Freehold Land of 8} acres, with frontage to Cottage-hil!.—Surrey Hills : Wonersh, close 
to Guildford and Godalming A Freehold Estate of av undulating well-timbered 
character, including Barnett-hill, one of the prominent wooded knolls in this favourite 
residential district. Total area 111 acres, extending to Blackheath. Solicitors, 
Messrs. Capron & Sparkes, Guildford.—Freehold Residential Property, known as 
Belmont, +; Barnet, comprising a substantial Family Mansion, standing in an 
elevated sition, The accommodation comprises handsome reception-rooms, with 
outer inner entrance halls, billiard-room, and conservatory, stabling, walled 
kitchen gardens with vineries, orchard, &c. The well-timbered park surrounds the 
residence and grounds. Total area 91 acres, lying in a ring fence. Solicitors, Messrs. 
Hanbury, Whitting, & Co., London. (See advertisements, June 4, p. xxii.) 

June 23.—Messrs. Stimson & Sons, at the Mart, at 2:—Camden Town: Two Semi-detached 
Residences, let at £95 per annum.— Holloway : Two Semi-detached Residences, let at 
£55 per annnm —Highbury : Copyhold ground-rents of £14 per annum, with Rever- 
sion in 1933 to the rack-rents of £117 per annum ; three Leasehold Houses, let at £40, 
£38, and £39 per annum, respectively.—West Kilburn: Freehold Ground rent of £8 
= annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Starling & Wright, London.—Lambeth just «ff 

estminster Bridge-road): Six Freehold Houses, let at rents varying from £34 to £48; 
Five Freehold Houses adjoining above, let weekly. producing £200 4s. per annum — 
Borough High-street: Freehold House and Shop, let at £113 per annum. Solicitor, 
M. Wm. C. Smelt, Esq.. London.—Commanding Corner Block of Warehouse Premises, 
123, Tooley-street, Southwark, let at £300 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Russell & 
Russell, London. (See advertisements, June 4, p. vii.) 

June 23.—Messrs. C. C. & T. Moore, at the Mart, at 2:—Bromley-by-Bow: Freehold 
Ground-rents, amounting to £25 10s. per annum; reversion to the Rack-rents, 
estimated at £618 per annum, in 35 years. Solicitors, Mesars. H. H. Wells & Sons, 
London.—Stratford: Five Leasehold Dwelling-houses, producing £156 per annum. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Ingle, Holmes, & Pott, London.—Hoxton: Three Freeholds, Hyde- 
road, St. John’s-road; rents £128 per annum. Solicitor, W. L Goldsworthy, Esq., 
London.—Mile End: Long Leasehold Dwelling-house, let at £23 8s. per annum — 
Mile End: Leasehold House, producing £46 16s. per annum.—Bethnal-green : 23, 24, 
25, and 26, Lessada-street, let at £140 8s. per annum. Solicitor, A. Armstrong, Esq., 
Brixton.—Manor Park: 14 L holds, producing £293 4s. per annum. Solicitors, 
Messrs. Fooks. Chadwick, Arnold, & Chadwick, Loudon —Leyton: Three Freehold 
Villas, let at £69 per annum. Solicitor, John Ashbridge, Esq., London. (See adver- 
tisements; June 4, p viii.) ; 

June 23.—Measrs. Danie, Watney & Sons, at the Mart, at 2, in Five Lots :—Bucks, in 
the favourite district cf the Chiltern Hills and in the parishes of Ellesborough and 
Little pden: Freehold Properties, near Wendover Town and Railway Station; 
area being 155a. 2r. 33p. The Manor Farm and Woodlands, Little Hampden, three 
miles from Great Missenden, with farmhouse, good homestead, three cottagss, and 
about 317 acres; also the Manor of Little Hampden, containing about 45 acres.— 
Solicitor, Frederic Tanqueray, Esq., Woburn, &.8.0. (See advertisements, June 4, 

x 


DB 
June 23.—Messrs. Guastzr & Sons,atthe Mart, at 2: Freehold Property, No. 62, Pall Mall, 
occupying co! ing position immediately facing Marlborough House and 8s. 
James’s Palace. The premises comprise a very substantial well-planned private house, 
containing about 1,200 superficial fe-t in the most valuable part of the metropolis. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Eardley, Holt, & Hulbert, London.—Soho: Freehold Business 
Premises; estimated rental value of £175 per annum; The property occupies a supel- 
—_— area of 910 feet. Solicitor, L. W. Byrne, Esq., London. (See advertisements, 
ane 4, p. X.) 

June 23.—Messrs. Stimson & Sons, at the Mart, at 2:—Wimbledon : —Freehold Ground- 
reots and Freehold Building Land, in Four Lots. Solicitor, J. Howard Smith, Esq, 
London, (see advertisement, this week. v.) 

June 23.—Messrs. Watton & Lex, at the at 2:—The Ground Lease of 14, Hani 

place, 8.W., a medium-sized modern idence, recently erected in red brick, with terra- 
cotta facings, and immediately overlooking the beautiful gardens. Solicitor, J. Howard 
Smith, Esq., London. (See advertisement, this week, p. iv.) : 

June 24.—Messrs. G. H Masrerman & Co., at the Mart, at 2, in 14 Lots :—King’s Cros- 
road, three-quarters of a mile from the City boundary. Freehold investments, suitable 
for Trustees, in shops and dwelling-houses and ground-rents with early reversion*. 
Solicitors, H. C. Masterman, Esq., London; Messrs. Fox, Trotter, & Co, London 
for Mesars. Overbury, Steward, & Eaton, Norwich; and Messrs. Downer & Joby 
son, London. (See advertisements, this week, p. iv.) 
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Result of Sale. 


Messrs. H. E. Fostzs & Cranrizip + My announce that the following Properties were 
Sold at their Property ae, held ‘at the Mart, E.C., on Wednesday last, June 15 
A Shop and Dwelling-house, No. 17, Poph am-road, Islington, let at £28 per annum ; ; 
and No. 72, Drayton-park, Holloway, let at £47 per annum. 


Reversions AND Lire PovicrEs. 


The same firm also held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 765) of the above Interests, at 
the Mart, E.C., on ey last, when the majority of the Lots offered were Sold, the 


total of sale being £7 

ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS : 
To £2,000; life 61 oe ooo ve eee ose eee «» Sold £1,100 
To One-fourth of £1 310; life 54 oe on ane ose ooo » £105 
To £7,000; lives 49 and 55 cos ose eee ove eee eee x» £2,050 
To One-ninth of £31,896; life65 ... ... ww sae ee, Sg: £1,960 

LIFE POLICIES: 
For £3,000, with profits ; life 49 ... ose one ~ wn oon » £500 
For £1,000, with profits : life 61 ... on ooo vee ove ooo a £520 
For £4,000, with profits ; same life} oo.) am!» aaa oo 6 ely (DD 
For £1,000, with profits; life63 ... ose ose oso oe os » £505 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, June 10. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1x CaANCERY. 


Artisans Fret Homes Lanp InvesTMENT AND GENERAL Insurance Co, Limitep—Petn 
for winding up, presented June 7, directed to be heard June 21. Timms, Swadlincote, 
Burton on Trent, solor for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named 
not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 18 


Bacup Conservative Inpuste1aL Co-oprrative Society, Liusitep—Creditors are 

uired, on or before July 9, to send their names aud addresses, and the particulars of 

their debts or claims, to James Hoyle, Villa ter, Stacksteads, nr Manchester. Whitaker 
& Hibbert, Bacup, solors for liquidator 


CatLenDERS Paper Manvuracturtnc Co, Limitep-—-Petn for beg presented 

June 6, directed to be heard June 21. Herbert, Cork st, for Simpson, my solor 
for petners Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o "clock in 
the afternoon of June 20 

Coxe SynpicaTe, Limitep -Creditors are re on or before July 20, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward Stanley 
Chaplin, 10, Walbrook 

E Cuapwick & Sons, Lunitep—Creditors are required, on or before July 21, to send in 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Walter 


Dowson, Bank chmbrs, Dewsbury. Chadwick & Sons, Dewsbury, solors for liquidator 

Iuvempezi Synpicate, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 30, to send their 
— and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to F C Sewell, 65, London 
wal 

Jeno Moror Co, Limirep (1x Liquipation —Creditors are required, on or before June 30, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars a their debts or claims, to 
Charles F Cape, 58, Moorgate st 

Joun Jenkins & Sons, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, directed to be heard June 21. 
Ward & Co, Gracechurch st, solors for petners. Notice of > el must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 20 


Morocco Woop Woot Co, Limirsp—Creditors are required, .on or before July 7, to send 

a names and addresses of their solicitors to Walter Verulam Hartley, 2, Gresham 
gs 

Nortu Mount Lye. Co, Limrrep (1s Vou eee agen Fenn and uired, 
on or before July 11, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to ‘John Ball Ball, Sie John A Cockbarn, Andrew Wi m, and 
Thomas Urquhart, 153, 155, Le in & Co, Suffolk In, solors for 
liquidators 

Norru-Wesrern Hemarire Stert Co, Liuitep—Petn for presented May 
17, directed to be heard June 7. Maples & Co, Frederick's ve pL Old J , for Light 
foot & Lightfoot, Maryport, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach th 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 27 


Surrey Brorurrs, Liwirep—Petn for wiading up, presented June 7, directed to be heard 


June 21. Aldous, Old Jewry chmbrs, solor for petners. Notice of appea must reach 
the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in (ae cihbennen, of June 20 ne 





London Gazette.—Torspay, June 14. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwitep 1n CHANCERY. 


Consxtt, Frrroy, & Co, Limrrzp—Petn for winding up, presented June 10, directed to be 
nat s \-d Court ‘House, ee bldgs, Victoria st, Liverpool, on June 24. 
anchester, solor for petners. otice of appearing must reach the above named 
not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 3. 


Farwine Axp Trapine, Liwrtep—Creditors are requested, on or before August 12, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur yd 
and Stanley Banning, 20, Buckersbury. Stephens, Lloyd’s avenue, solor to th 
liquidators 

Garacrs, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before gated 11, to send their names and 

. and particulars of their debts or claims to Mr. E. J. Gully, 864, Leadenhall 

Pi Edwards & Co, Lawrence In, solors for the liquidator 
rw Century Trust, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented a 13, directed to 
heard June 28. Courtenay & Co, 9, Gresetnodn st, solors for etaiers Native of 
Peering must reach the seme named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


Provincia Crepit anp Trapine Co, ca uired, or before 
july 12, to send their names and addresses, the pastiouiinns of their debts or claims, 
ames Josiah Marsh, 29, Arcade chmbrs, St Mary's gate, Manchester 


Sueruvrst & Larcu, Limirep—Creditora are required, on or before July 26, ys send in 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph 
Mattinson, 58, Royal Exchange, Manchester 
Sorror Corre zusce a Limtrep (in Liguipation)—An r persons having 
are requ to send particulars, in writing, of their i cee, or demands, on 
or before July 20 Joseph Geo. Denyer, 15, Ostade rd, Brixton ill, liquidator 


County Pa ating or LANCASTER. 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Crarm. 
London Gazewte.—Togrsoay, May 31. 


Assott, Mary, Bournemouth July1 T & B 

AssaLom. Henry, Southend on Sea June 30 Gr on, Southend on 

ArrowsmiTH, Hexny, Littlewick, Berks July 11 we Lhe Bartlett's is bldgs, Holborn cres 
ASUDOW*E, AGuEs, Wate rloeville, Hants July1 nag —y 

Barry, Rusexr, Liverpoul, Cashier June 24 wndes & Co, Liverpoul 

BELcner, SanaH Evizaperta, Cheltenham June 30 Griffiths & Waghorne, Cheltenham 
Biyiu, Heyry Saiptey, Bromley Julvy9 Farrer & Co, oan rainy Led or yd 

Buows, MarGareEr, Windmill Bill, Enfield June 30 Bromley, Blomtield s' 

Buen- Buyrs, IsaBELLA, Buscombe, Bournemouth June 30 ‘andercom & Co, Bush In 
Cure, Josern, Brighouse, Stone M.r-hant July 12 Barber & Jessop, Brighouse ‘ 
Couan, Dossasiioy Rurronsex, Torquay Juty6 Collyer & Davis, Abchurch ln, King 


t 
CoLuixaspourNe, WILLIAM Pitman, Coventry. —., oan 17 Twist & 3ons, Coventry 
Cox, WILLIAM, veoh June 30 Moody & Woolley 
vE Pass, Sumy, Norfolk sq, Hyde Park July 15 aecent & Drayton, Queen Victoria st 
Exu1s, Roser, Denbi June 18 Morgan, Rhi 
Francis, Juus Pup, Burnham Nortun, Norfolk, Farmer July 1. Francis & Back, 


Gawsner, Harriet, Middlesbro ly 1 Jackson & Jackson, Middlesbrough 
Goon, CaTserine, New Ferry, Cheslive June 24 Furley & Furley, Canterbury 
Gree, Maxis, Hastings July 1 Chalioder & pai, 
Gairritas, Sorat, Toxteth Park, Liverpool July 1 Pride, Liverpool 
Hasper, Saran Ann CATHERINE, Blackpool July 19 Parker & Parker, Selby, Yorks 
Harrison, Gzorce ALBERT, Hanley, Fishmonger ay 1 24 _— & Sons, Hanley 
Harrison, Saran, Hanley June’ Paddock & Sons, Hanle 
Henson, Hagrier, Burton on Trent June 28 rye Wheateroft, Burton on Trent 
Hoots, Atice, Gordon sy —_—s Brvomhead & Co, Sheffield 
Horsxy, ALBERT, North Southsea, Hants July 1 Glanville, ay ag 
JeNKiNs, Witi1am, Biaengarw, Giam July 3 Edwards, Newport, M: 
Kempton, LLEWELLYN StE@GALL Boyce, Liverpool, Hatter’s cesiatent June 21 Simpson 
& Muaro, Live 1 
Kempster, be evry, North Side, Clapham Common: July 6 Jones & Hamp, 
ol 
Lams, Hennerra, Sidley, Bexhill June 22 Atkinson, Bexhill on 
Lister, Ricwarp, Horstorth, Guiseley, Yorks July 1 Wooler & Co, 4 
MircHett, JouN, Bath July 31 etenaen, Eee 
Merona, ——— oe? id erpool J > 8 Smythe & Brettell, Basinghall st 
oRPHY, SALVADORA Les.ig, Liv une e 
Ramus, Jonny, Vale ct, Maida Vale Juys J&M Sslomon, or Raabe 
Reap, Tuomas FREDERICK. Lime st July4 Fraser & Ch circus 
ReyNowps, SARAH Ann, West eC Chester July * Wooleott & Co, 
Ropests, ANNIE, Dford July 16 Forbes & Son, Diford 
Rosins, CHARLES Henry, Hornseyin July 1 Rundle & Hobrow, res 
Scarr, ARCHIBALD WirHam, Leeds, General Merchant July5 Crawford, Leeds 
Simpson, Moses, Fenton, Staffs, Potter’s Fireman Junel4 Day, Stoke on Trent 
Smitx, Jouy, Hendon July 30 Carter & Barber, E don st 
SNELL, WILLIAM, North Tawton, Devon July 27 * Burd & Co, Okehampton, De 
SPALDING, WILLIAM Heyry, Silverton, Devon, Civil Engineer June 28 Perham & Son, 
Bristol 
Srrance, Epwiy Atrrep, Weymouth, Hairdresser June 28 Andrews & Co, Weymouth 
Tintey, Wivi1aM Save, Tun “¥ July 16 Young & Co, Hastings 
Tivtey, Mary, Wells Jul: Young & Co, Hastings 
VauGHAN, SARAH ANN, ‘rufnell Park Holloway July’ 9 Pearce & Sons, Giltspur st 
Warp, Jane TREVELYAN, Ollerton, Notts July 18 Watson & Co, Ni 
Wuisn, Martin Henry, Weston super Mare July 11 8t Barre & Co, Delahay st, 


Westminster 
Wiis, Saran, Penpalmant, Henllan, Datte yy Ae oy + 7 pee Denbigh 
Wixuiamson, Grorce, Leadenhali st July 14 Flux 


London Gasette.—Faipay, June 3 


Bonar, Exten, Little Marlow, Bucks July5 Seagrove Rymg: A 
Borreritu, Joux, York, Confection2zr July 16 Crombie & son, rk 

Bricurt, Cuar.es, Gt Stambridge, Essex Farmer July 7 Devenish, Rayleigh, Essex 
Burt, Hexry, Albourne, Sussex, Vet Surgeon June 30 Brill, Bri hton 
Castox, W111, Bishopsgate, Coach Ironmonger August 12 Hobbs, Gt Tichfield st, 
Marylebone 

Cua.uinor, Heasert, Kennington rd June 30 Llewellyn & Son, Tunstall 

Craruam, Emmy, West Croydon July 1 Knapp-Fisher & Sons, Buckingham gate, 
Westminster 

Craic, Suzumias Donan, Putney, Butcher July 9 Edmonds, Queen Victor a st 
Cunninewortn, Rorgrt, York July15 W & K ET Wilkinson, ork 

Forp, Wiuuas Justice, Abingdon mans, Kensington August 1 Rogers & Co, 
ictoria st 

Fusse_t, MARGARET, coin J pe sey s ll 
Darsy, Evten, Oldbury, W: 


tay 1 We 'y, Bristol 
‘ona & Hollins, Oldbury 
Dyamonpb, Eowarp Ervest, JP, eri vey & o June 

Evans, Joun, Kgr- mom, ¢ wan dont 


Go, Live ’30 ‘Dymond, Exeter 
GrinTER, AnNik, 5 Worcester, Tailors J OS Birmingham 
ee LIAM, veo pon Hull, Russian Mat Meehan, July 1 Jacobs & Dixon, 


Haine, Wittiam Grarron, Tewkesbury, JP July 14 Marsden & Co, Old Cavendish st 
Hiaerssottom, SamvgEL, Liandudno, Grazier June 11 Chamberlain & Jvhnson, 


Llandudno 
——- 8, Sosez, ain Bet, 5 Birmingham ae oes & Cross, Birmingham 
ENNEY, 8 rt WI am. y 
wry, STEWA LL yton ucks - “gr, 


Lodge, B 
Joyxgs, Samug. Brpsivuck, , Hereford, Farmer Jul y, Brecon 
mat Georcr James, Southampton, Licensed V: Victualler’ J 4 Coxwell & Pope, 
uthampton 
Kinpeuu, WILLIAM no is ~ Old Town, Croydon July 1 Cudby, Chancery In 
Luoyp, Jouy, July 4 Leigh, Manchester 
MacGRE3oR, Ropes, Sundertend, 


June 80 
Makr.or, WiiuiaMm, Denton, = July 4 pare & Uo, Hyde 
MarsHALL, Rev Jenner, Barton ug 1 rwhitt & Marshall, Oxford 


r, Oxford 
Marson. Aveusting, Southport Jul re Parr & 00 Bo port 
Micts, Marraa Fanny, Orcheston rge, Wilts eouly 4 Wilson 4 Sons, Riuy 


anes, Goneaues Loursa, ae a, r+ = Ry July 15 Mander & New aq, 
incolu’s inn 

Parriaon, Jonn, Newcastle upon Tyne, Plumber July 1 Denison & Slater, Newcastle on 
Pertwes. Evizasetu, Chelmsford anced fe Meggy & Stunt, Chelmsford 


Poison, Mary, Cle ageen, Saye & Son, Tunstall 
port 


th 





Pvoie, Exiza, oie one Gea 

ayo Ledeen Deb diy.) Wells & Hind, Nottingham 
itey, EvizaBeTa, m July el 

Ruuwxoton, Gzor@r FREDERICK, Mastbourne, Solicitor July 31 Hores & Co, Lincoln's 


inn ‘fields 





Oakury Ciun, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented June es directed to be heard 
ore the court at Manchester on June 24, at 10. Roweliffe & 


afternoon of June 20 


Sarcent, Joseru, Brailes, Warwick, Farmer sagt Hane «ck ete an sate 


fr ms Co, Manchester, solors ScuNEID Ey Gustav Apbo.rn, Cheltenham, Teacher of 
ers, ice of ai must reach the abo "ol aghorne, 
of appearing e above-named not later than 6 o'clock Suanr, Enizapern, Stockbridge, Southampton July1 Gatey, Ambleside 
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Sue.., Grorce Rosert, Woodbury, Devon July 15 Friend & Tarbet, Exeter P 

SHEPHERD, James WILLIAM, Nailsea, Somerset, Plumber July 11 Langworthy, Bristol 

Snares, Mary Ann, Bowes Park July 6 Godwin & Son, Coleman st 

STansFELD, Haro.p Srinciair, Gosforth, Newcastle on Tyne July 14 Pembertcn & Co, 
ew ct, Lincoln’s inn 

Sreeps, ALBERT James, Stratton on the Fosse, Yeoman July 92 Nalder, Shepton Mallet 

SroweE 1, Tuomas, Preston, Sussex June 30 Gates & Burnand, Bright. n 

STUAuT, Euizaperu Saran, Leamington July 4 Stuart, Stroud, Glos 

TirTERINGTON, THoMAS GLEDBILL, Luddenden Foot, Halifax June 30 Huntriss, Halifax 

Warne, Kuizasetu, Marylebonerd July1 W & F Gregson. Southend on Sea 

Wisr, Mark, Wokefield, Berks, Farmer June 24 Martin & Martin, Reading 

Woop, Ricnarp, Walworth June 30 Matthews & Co, Southwark st 

Woopwarp, Grorce artuvr, Liscard, Chester Jone 30 _ Payne & Co, Liverpool 

Woopwarp, Wix.1Am, Bedford, Baker July8 Piper & Piper, Bedford 


London Gazette.—Turspay, June 7 


AispeTt, Ricaarp, Seaham Harbour, Durham, Accountant 
Sunderlaud 

ApripGE, Gevace Heyry, Svuth Tottenham July1 Martin & Co, King st 

ALLEN, James Ocpen, Litham, Lancs July 1 Tarner & Sons, Preston 

Buanp, FreDE: IcK, Enfield July 16 Gush & Co, Finsbury circus 

Buut, Ricnarp Baceatay, Brixton July 1 Martin & Co, Kingst 

Cnarp, Ricwarp James, Kensington Park gdns, Notting Hill July 22 Fox, Lower 

mour st, Portman sq 

Crewe, Joun, Sandbach, Chester, Farmer Augi Bygott & Sons, Sandbach 

Crowruer, Henry, Shelf, Halifax, Plasterer June 29 Farrar & Crowther, Bradford 

Eprivee, Resecca, Hastings June 28 Winter & Co, Chancery In 

Epwarps, Resecoa Any, Solihull, Warwick July 16 Shute & Swinson, Birminghsm 

Eouincton, Et.eN Jupitu, Harpenden, Herts July 1 Eylington, Richmond rd, West 
Kensington Park 

Francis, SamveL WILiiAM, Gray's inn rd, Revolving Shutter Manufacturer July 9 
Byfield & Son, Stoue bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 

Fryer, Jouy, Eccles, Manchester, Stock Broker July7 Cobbett & Co, Manchester 

GERRARD, JosePH, Devonshire Park, Birkenhead July5 Newman, Liverpool 

Grirpwoop. James, John st, Adelphi, Strand July 9 Irvine & Uo, Crutched friars, 


Mark In 

Harker, Taomas, Withington, nr Manchester July 31 Rhodes, Manchester 

Hosnovuse, Right Rev Epmuyp, DD, Wells, Somerset July 23 Stoker & Hansell, Gray’s 
inn 

KELLETT Reonas, Buttershaw, Bradford June 29 Farrar & Crowther, Bradford 

Lewrm, Epwarp, Towcester, Northampton June 30 Whitton, Towcester 

Littiz, Rev Tuomas Paturne, Edge Vicarage, nr Stroud July 15 Little & Whittingham, 
Stroud 

a ~ cca Apperley Bridge, Yorks, Stuff Merchant July9 Watson & Co, 
B 


June 30 Burnicle & Morton, 


0 
MarsHAtt, Estaer, Yeadon, Yorks July 1 Newstead & Co, Otley 
Mixes, Grorcez, Maldon, Essex July 11 Crick & Freeman, Ma don 
Neumann. Rev Joun Stusss, Bath July 19 Newton & Calcott, Leighton Bussard, Becs 
Oxiver, Wi..14m, Selsey, Sussex June 24 White, Guildford 

Paar, Epwin, Aston, Birming' June30 Coley & Coley, Birmingham 

Parrisa Joseru. Dawley, Salop, Spade Manufacturer August1 Leake, Shifnal, Salop 
Price, Artuur BuLKE.ey, Timperley, Chester July7 Allen & Co, Manchester 

Price, SamvE., Donisthorpe, Leicester July1 Hands, Loughborough 
RicHarps, _ Grove Hill, Middlesbrough, Iron Founder July 4 


Ricuarpson, Harry, Dover July 15 Mowil & Mowll, Dover 

Svack, Tuomas, Rotherham, Yorks, Dentist July 22 Marsh & Son, Rotherham 
Sprtter, Mavup He en, Brixton Hill August 1 Taylor & Co, Lavender hill 
TayLor, MatitpA, Hawley Croft, Sheffield July 1 Wilson, Sheffield 





Wirainson, Jane, Croydon July 14 Bird & Lovibond, Uxbridge _ 
Wituiamson, Mary, Porchester ter, Lancaster Gate July 9 Bevir, Devereux chmbrs, 


mple » 
Warqeegeren, James Henry, Birkdale, Lancs, Newsagent July1 Wright & Co, Liver. 
poo! 
Wericat, Joun, Blackwall, Painter July 14 Forbes & Son, London st, Fenchurch st 


London Gazette.—Fripay, June 10. 


AspinwALL, Lieut Col Jamzs Henry, H M Third Dragoon Guards June 30 Budd & Co 
Bedford row : 

Araey, Witu1am, Wadworth, Yorks, Labourer July 1 Allen, Doncaster 

BrarpDsworta, IsaBeLua, Ashton on kibble, Preston July 20 W & J Cooper, Prestcn 

Bratt, EvizaBETH, Stone, Staffs June 24 Bellyse, Audlem, Cheshire 

Browne, Epwarp, Southport July 27 HC & AS Reynolds, Liveipool 

Cuampers, CHARLES Martin, Kensington July 21 Saxton & Morgan, Somerset st, Port- 
man sq 

CHOLMELEY, Rosa AnTontA, Clifton,Glos July8 Dimond & Son, Welbeck st 


| Cuurcuer, Fanny, Southwick, Hants July 10 King & Franckeiss, Portsmouth 





Hardy, Middles- | 


CoLvILLE, Harriet, Macclesfield July 27 Hinde & Co, Manchester 

Copeman, Susan, Harleston, Norfolk July 15 Turner, Basinghall av 

Da.z, Saran, ashtonunder Lyne July9 Booth & Wilkinson, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Davis, Mary ANN, Moseley, Worcester June 24 Foster & Co, Birmingham 

Downsixe, Mary Any, Maida Hill July 29 Wadeson & Malleson, Devonshire aq, 
Bishoprgat+ 

Ex.uiot, Saran Taytor Lavy, Whitby, Yorks July 13 Brown & Co, Abingdon st, West- 
minster 

Feyton, Wiii1AM. Ashford, nr Bakewell, Derby Augi10 F & H Taylor, Bakewell 

Fip.er, Mary Any, Newton Moor, Hyde, Chester Augi13 Hibbert & Westbrook, Man. 
chester 

Fowke, Fxancis Wii1iaM, Derby, Butcher June 30 Moore, Derby 

Gissen, Jonn, Cross Gates, Barwick in Elmet, Yorks July 15 McLintock, Lreds 

GrREATREX, FeRDINAND, Hillingdon West July 14 Bird & Lovibond, Uxbridge 

GREAVES, FpwWakbD, Stannington, Yeoman July 11 Smith & Co, Shettield 

Harrison, RIicHArp, Hinderwell, Yorks, Butter Merchant July 8 Hoggett, Loftus, 
RSO 

Hart, HenriztrA TowxsenD, Bath July 10 Payne & Fuller, Bath 

Heuman, Hensy Coarves, East Hanney, nr Wantage, Berks, General Shopkeeper July 9 
Jotcham & Son, Wantage 

Hint, Cuartes Watson, Bedford row, Solicitor 

ford row 


Howsix, Wit11aMm, North Collingham, Notts July 18 Blagg, Newark upon Trent 

Kixepon, Harry, Maida hill West, Barrister at Law July 1 Knapp-Fisher & Sons, 
Buckingham gate, Westminster 

Lerevre, GzorGce, Highbury July9 Lumley & Lumley, Old Jewry chmbrs 

LEICESTER, eames Auice, Zealand Redmayne, Carnforth Aug 6 Hart-Dyke, Lan- 
caster p 

McGarry, ANNE Heaton, Newcastle —. Tyne July 20 Millons, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Maynarp, Joun Parsons, Putney July 25 Sloper & Co, Wandsworth 

PALMER, ae New London st, Wine Merchant July 31 Wild & Collins, Lawrence 
In, Cheapside 

RipspavE, CHARLES EpwarbD, Boston Spa, Yorks July 12 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Smirn, Mary Any, Beethoven st, Queen’s Park July 18 Edmunds & Rutherford, G¢ 
Winchester st 

Saitu, Wit114M, Dartmouth, Solicitor July 15 Smith, Dartmouth 

Sairures, Thomas, Bradford Aug1 Turnbull, Bradford 

SPRAKE, HERBERT, Seven Sisters rd, Stoke Newington July 23 Price & Sons, Walbrook 

TxEOLOGO, SopHocigs, Esher, Surrey Aug8 Ellis & Bickersteth, Basinghall st 

TimpeRLey, Mary, Westhoughton, Lancs June18 Dootson, Leigh, Lancs 


July 22 Collyer-Bristow & Co, 






























Tuxe, Curist1AN, Drayton gdns, South Kensington 
Gresham 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Tvrspay, June 7th, 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Joxrpan, Tom, Wimbledon, Surrey, Jobbing Builder Kingston 
Adjud Feb 8,1890 Annul April 29, 1904 
London Gazette.—F ripay, June 10. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Agnotp, At¥rreD Aubert, Riding Gate, nr Wincanton, 
Somerset, Farmer Yeovil Pet June7 Ord June7 
Buack, James, Moss Side, nr Manchester, Builder Man- 

chester Pet June6 Ord June 6 
Boppy, Josuua Ler, Nelson, Lancs, Fishmonger Burnley 


Pet June 6 June 6 
Bray, Artuor, Hastings, Auctioneer Hastings Pet June 
7 Ord June 7 


Bray, Joax, St Leonarl’s on Sea, Auctioneer Hastings 
Pet May 26 Ord June 4 


: Ord June 8 
i Carter, T, Kingswinford, Staffs, Baker Stourbrid Pet 
; May 17 OM Tune 3 é sia 


CawrTuron, Caartes Hatsteap, Leeds, Painters’ Labo 
Leeds Pet June6 Ord June6 5 

Crowes, Tuomas, Briggate, Leeds, Stereotyper Leeds Pet 
June i Ord June 4 

Cranxsnaw, Ricnarp Lovis, and Cuaries CranKsHaw, 

Ca Mpa mane = ond Pet June1 Ord June 6 

i AwsHaW, Hersert, Kingston upon Hull, Draper King- 

ae ston upon Hull Pet June 4 Grd June 6 pitty 

; Daewortay, Tomas, Tooting, Fishmonger Wand: 

pare May 13 Ord Sune peageeess 

AVENPORT, Joun Witi1am, Burslem, Staffe, Dra Han- 

ley Pet May11 Ord June3 ; a 

Evays, Tuomas, Brynmawr, Brecon, Dra Tred 

™ June 7 En eaagt 4 i Z- — 

AULKNER, Ricaagp, Irlams o' th’ Height, nr Manchester, 
—: Corn Merchant Salford PetMay20 Ord 
une 

Fryer, Tuomas Bearruwaite Franze, Dkley, Yorks 
Pet June7 Ord Jue7 ee ee 

Guit1o0s, Jou, Gillingham, Kent Rochester Pet May 11 
Ord Juve 6 


Harvine, Joux, Pon 
Mon Pet June 8 










l, Mon, Newsagent Newport, 
rd June 8 
















Taumpsoun, Josep, Liverpool, Boot Maker July 18 Quiggin & Son, Liverpool 
Truscott, Any ALLEN, Plymouth July 20 Dobell, oe ° 
uly 5 


res 
Waite, Evizasetu, Cheltenham July 15 Griffiths & Waghorne, Cheltenham ( 
Watts, Taomas Martin, Northfleet, Kent July15 Tolhurst & Co, Gravesend | Witsoy, Saran Ann, Upper Boddington, Northampton July 15 Fairfax, Banbury 
Woopueap, Apert, Sheffield, Grocer July 11 Smith & Co, Sheffield 


Wasniveg, Marna, Sheffield July 4 Smith & Co, Sheffield ; 
i Woorton, Enoon, Bloxwich, 


Warts, Henry, Camberwell July 4 Parker, Wellingborough 


Brows, SaMuEL, Sheffield, Builder Sheffield Pet June 8 | 


King & Burrell, 








| Harris, Davin Tuomas, Maesteg, Outfitter Cardiff Pet 
June8 Ord June8 

Harvey, Evi, Ash, nr Aldershot,Coal Merchant Guildford 
Pet May 20 Ord June7 

Hickman, James, Newcastle under Lyme, Tailor’s Cutter 
Hanley Pet June6 Ord June6 

Hity, Epwrx, Wellow, Somerset, Licensed Victualler Bath 
Pet June6 Ord June 6 

HILiigk, KREDERICK Joun, Swindon, Insurance Agent 
Swindon Pet June7 Ord June7 

Hooton, WALTER, Stapleford, Notts, Stonemason Derby 
Pet June 8 Ord June 8 

Hoveutox, Tuomas, and Joun Witiiam Hoveuron, 
Heaton Norris, Lancs, Wheelwrights Stockport Pet 
June 7 Ord June7 

Howes, Apam, Sunderland, Pattern Maker Sunderland 

P Ae A une _ be June 4 

ongs, JAMES, Mardy, Glam, Insurance Agent Pontypridd 

Pet June 7 Gell Sena 7 4s sa 

Jones, JosrepH Epwarp, Rhosyglasgoed, Meifod, Farmer 
Newtown Pet June6 Ord June 6 

Jupp, Tuomas 81a, Treforest, Glam, Undertaker Ponty- 
pridd Pet June6é Ord June 6 

KersHaw, Joun, Mytholmroyd, Yorks, Sawmill Engineer 
Burnley Pet June8 Ord June 8 

Marsu, Gzorce Witiiam, Cheltenham, Florist Chelten- 
ham Pet June7 Ord Jane7 

Miuier, James Wixtiam, Hove, Sussex, Carman Brighton 
Pet June8 Ord June 8 

MircuE.t, Gzorcer, Chute, Wilts, Farmer Salisbury Pet 
Juneé Ord June 6 





Moyxunovuse, Tuomas Wit.1am, Knaresborough, Yorks, 
Grocer York Pet May 9 Ord Juneé6 

Moneay, Joun, Birmingham, Timber Merchant Birming- 
ham Pet May 26 Ord June7 

Morrisn, Wituam, Exeter, Licensed Victualler Exeter 
Pet May 26 Ord June6 

OupinG, Cornextus, Stanground, Huntingdon, Brickworks 

nager Peterborough PetJune8 Ord June8 

Ossorse, Eowix Henry. Sherburnin Elmet, Yorks, Inn- 
keeper York Pet May 20 Grd Juneé 

Over, Henry, Camberwell, Cab Proprietor’ High Court 
Pet Mayll Ord June 8 

Penny, Jouy, Barrow in Furness, Fruiterer Barrow in 
Furness PetJune8 Ord June 8 

Perkins, George Westiey, West Bridgford, Notts, 
Builder Nottingham Pet June7 Ord June 7 

Peexins, Watrer, Daybrook Vale, Notts, Farmer Notting- 
ham Pet June4 Ord June7 

Porroy, Cuarves, Hoe st, Walthamstow, Builder High 
Court Pet May 19 Ord June 8 





TWEEDALE, JosEPH, Radcliffe, Lancs. Pipe Fitter Aug 6 Hart-Dyke, Lancaster pl 
Watper, Cass, Chailey, nr Lewes, Farmer July 16 Hillman. Lewes 

Warroyx, Witi1AmM AmBRosxz, Hockley, Birmingham July 2 Rooke, Birmingham 
Wess, Witi1Am, Beswick, Manchester July 16 Clementson & Lund, Manchester 
Wesster, WiLL1AM, Burnham, 


Bucks June 24 Weed & Mason, Maidenhead 


Staffs, Beerhouse Keeper Aug 9 Evans, Walsall 


Parrcuarp, Samuen Cassix, Wolverhampton, Commercial 
Traveller Wolverhampton Pet June 8 Ord June8 

Pynz, Frank, Chancery In, Newsroom Proprietor High 
Court Pet May12 Ord June8 

Reeves, James, Burry Port, Carmarthen, Labourer Car- 
marthen Pet June6 Ord Juneé 

Savace, Henry, Baythorne st, Bow High Cowt Pe 

une 6 June 6 

Surons, ELkan, Birmingham, Cigar Merchant Birmingham 
Pet May 28 Ord June8 

Situ, James WiLu1AM, Gt Yarmouth, Carter Gt Yarmouth 
Pet June6 Ord June 6 

Srartes, CHARLES, and Witiiam James Srapues, Codnor, 
Derby, Drapers Derby Pet June6é Ord June6é 

Sucpen, Wituiam, Huddersfield, Clothier Huddersfield 
Pet May 20 Ord June7 

Taytor, Bertram Wi.14M, Brighton High Court Pet 
June 8 Ord June 8 

Tuomas, Joun, Pontardawe, Glam, Builder Aberavon 
Pet June 8 Ord June 8 

Vauauan, Ropert, Denbigh, Coachbuilder Bangor Pe 
June8 Ord June 8 : 

Von Hiut, Leopoup, Dockhead, Surrey, Tobacconist High 
Court Pet June7 Ord June 7 : 

Waneinc, Joun Bernarp, Greenwich, Tailor Greenwich 
Pet June6 Ord June 6 

Wixxinson, Frank, Leadenhall st High Court Pet June 
6 Ord June 6 . 

Wituams, Lewis, Carnarvon, Auctioneer’s Assistant 
Bangor Pet June7 Ord June7 3 

Yrausiey, Epwix, Devizes, Draper Bath Pet May 16 
Ord June 6 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
JONES 


London Gazgtte of May 31 : P 
Evan, ra waith, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet May 26 Or y 26 
Amended notices substituted for those published in the 
London Gazette of June 3: 
Evans, Tuomas, Cilfynydd, Glam, Coliier Cardiff Pet 
May 27 Ord May 27 


Warts, Epwin Morton, Levenshulme, nr Manchester, Boot 

Factor Manchester Pet May2 Ord June 1 
FIRST MEETINGS. 

Atcock, Joskrn Henry, Forest Hill, Baker June 20 at 
12.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

ALpDERSON, Witi1AM. York, Baker June 20 at 3.15 Off Ree, 
The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

Cawrsron, Cuartes Hatsrnap, Leeds, Painter's Labourer 
June 20 at 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
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Briggate, Leeds, Steot; J 20 at 
Tuomas, ea Sy yper June 20 a 
ae Of Re Rec, 22, Park row, Le Leeds 
CRaNksHAW, RIcHARD Louis, and Cuartes CRANKSHAW, 
Manchester, Merchants June 20at3 Off Rec, Byrom 
chester 
Qoben, Herny, Ash Ash, Somerset, Road Contractor June 
90 at 12.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless ss, Salisbury 
DavexroRT, JOHN Wi..iam, Burslem, Staffs, D: wa June 
qat11.15 Off Rec, st, Newcastle, 8 rd 
Dees, Joun, Newport, Mon, ker June 20atll Off Ree, 
Westgate chmbrs, Newport, Mon 
Bowarps, Wittiam Hucu, Holyhead June 21 at 11.15 
Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 
EvsworTH, Joux Henry, Kirkgate, Tadcaster, Yorks, 
Victualler June 20 at 2.30 Off Rec, The Red 
House, Duncombe pl, York 
Paver, 2Homas Brairawairs Fravze, Ikley, Yorks June 
2%at12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
our. Joan, Gillingham, Kent June 20 at 11.30 115, 
High s' t, Rochester 
Hanraies, San ferndale, nr ee, Collier June 20 
at3 135, High st, Merthyr T: = 
HeskeTa, Taomas Honor, Sout! port, Lancs, Poulterers’ 
Assistant June 21 at 2.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
Liverpool 
Hewiett, DANIEL, Gloucester June 18 at 12 Off Rec, 
Station rd, Gloucester 
HovstEs, Apa, Sunderland, Patternmaker June 20 at 3.15 
Oif Rec, 25, Juhn st, Sunderland 
Jounson, Rosert, Morpeth, Northumberland, Plumber 
June 18 at 12 Otf Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


Joss, Das Ralvee Norfolk, Bricklayer June 20 
12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
M4 Evay, Pontygwaith, Glam, Collier June 22 at 12 
135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
McNgIL_, CHARLES, Southport, Tailor June 21 at12 Off 
Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Marnwarine, Harry Hitprren, Stretford, nr Manchester, 
Boot Dealer June 22 at3 Off Rec, ‘Byrom st, Man- 
chester 
Moanisu, fey Exeter, Licensed Victualler June 23 
at 1030 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 
OsBORNE, hoe Heyry, Sherburn in Elmet, Yorks, Inn- 
June 20 at4 Off Rec, The Red "House, Dun- 
1, York 
Perkivs, WALTER, Daybrook Vale, Notts, Farmer June 
18at11 Off Rec, 4, Castile pl, Park st, ’ Nottingham 
Potion, CHARLES, Hoe ‘st, Walthamstow, Builder June 22 
at 2.30 Bankruptoy bldgs, Carey st 
Pywe, Frank, Chancery In, News Room Proprietor 
2at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Reeves, James, Burry Port, Carmarthen, Labourer June 
18 at 11.30 Off Ree, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
RoBeRTSON, Witiiam JAuns, Liverpool, Tobacconist June 
2 at12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Savace, Henry, Baythorne st, Bow Jane 2 20 at.11 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Simons. WiLLiaM Jown, Winton, Buurnemouth June 20 at 
1245 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless sc, salisbury 
Srzap, GeorGE, Cotham Brow, Bristol, Grocer June 27 at 
12.15 4, Cornsq, Le»minster 
Vow Hitt, Leopoip, Dockhead, Surrey, Tobacconist June 
Batli Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Wuxisson, Frank, Readenhall st June 22at11 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 
Wixinson, Joan, Haitshorne, Derby, Carpenter June 18 
at1l Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Avcock, JosepH Henry Forest Hill, Baker 
Pet May 6 Ord June7 
Agsyotp, ALFRED Abert, Riding Gate, nr Wincanton, 
erset, Farmer Yeovil Pet June7 Ord June7 
Biack, James, Moss Side, nr Manchester, Builder Man- 
chester Pet June6 Ord June6é 
Boppy, Josuva Lez, Nelson, Lancs, Fishmonger Burnley 
Pet June6 Ord June 6 
Boox, Joun, South Reddish, Stockport, Bookkeeper Stock- 
port Pet May 12 Ord June & 
a SAMUEL, Saeftield, Builder Sheftield Pet June8 
June 8 
Canter, T, Kingswinford, Staffs, Baker Stourbridge Pet 
May17 Ord June 3 
Cawraory, CuarLtes Hatsteap, Leeds, Painter’s Labourer 
Pet June6 Ord June 6 
Crowgs, Tuomas, Briggate, Leeds, Stereotyper Leeds Pet 
June4 Ord June 4 
Crawsuaw, Herpert, Kingston upon Hull, * data King- 
ston upon Hull Pet June 4 Ord Jane 6 
Davesrort, Joun Wittram, Burslem, Staffs, Draper 
Hanley Pet May iL Ord June 8 
Fosrer, Marrua, Varlastun, Staffs, Grocer Walsall Pet 
May 31 Ord June 6 
Fever, eons Bratruwaite Franze, Ikley Leeds Pet 
June 7 Ord June 7 
Hargis, Davin Tuomas, Maesteg, Glam, Outfitter Candiff 
Ora June8 Ord June 3 
Harvey, Eui, Avh, nr Aldershot, Coal Merchant Guild- 
ford’ Pet’ May 20 Ord June 7 
Hexoier, Atsert Henny, Manchester, Circus Proprieter 
Manchester Pet May 12 Ord June 7 
Hickman, James, Newcastle under Lyme, Tailor’s Cutter 
Hanley Pet June6é Ord June 6 
ILL, Epwin, Wellow, Somerset, Licensed Victualler Bath 
Pet June Ord June 6 
Hiurr, Freperick Jouy, —_——. Insurance Agent 
Swindon Pet Juoe7 Ord June7 
Hooros, WALTER, Stapleford, Notts, Stonemason Derby 
Pet June 8 Ord June 8 
Hovcnrox, Tuomas, and Joun Wititiam Hoventon, 
Heaton Norris, Lancs, Wheelwrights Stockport Pet 
June7 Ord June7 
Hounrer, Apam, eet, Patternmaker Sunderland 
Pet June 4 Ord June 4 
Jones, James, Mardy, Glam, Insurance Agent Pontypridd 
Pet June 7 Ord . June 7 
Jupp, Tomas Sina, Trefurest, om; Undertaker Ponty- 
— Fe June .. Ord June _ 
Aw, Joun, Mytholmroyd, Yor Saw Mill Engineer 
Burnley Pct Juue8 Ord June 8 


June 


Greenwich 





Mar.ow, CHar.es waaen Walsall, Horse Collar Manu- 
facturer Walsall Pet June2 Ord J une 6 
Marsu, Grorce Pansaia “Cheltenham, florist Cheltenham 
Pet June7 Ord June7 
MirTcHELL, Grorce, an Wilts, Farmer Salisbury Pet 
June6 Ord June 6 
Oxrton, Hersext, Gt Barr, Staffs,Coal Merchant Walsall 
Pet Aprilil4 Ord June7 
Oxpine, CorsxgLivs, Stanground, Hunts, Farmer Peter- 
boro Pet June8 Ord June 8 
Ossorne, Epwin Henry, Sherburn in Elmet, Yorks, Inn- 
& xr York Pet May 20 Ord June 8 
Oswatp, Tuomas Rip.iey, Uplands, Swansea, Ship Owner 
wansea Pet Mayiz Ord June 6 
Penny, Joan, Barrow in Furness, pe Barrow in 
Furness Pet June8 Ora June 
Perkws, GEorGE WESTLEY, West Bndgtord, Notts, Builder 
Nottingham Pet June7 Ord June 
PritcHarD, SAMUEL Cassin, Weruinaigie, Commercial 
Traveller. W ne Pet June8 Ord June 8 
Reeves, James, Burry Port, eae, Labourer 
Carmarthen Pet June 6 Ord Jun 
Savacs, Henry, Baythorne st, Bow ‘High Court Pet June 
6 Ord June 6 
Sritter, Henry, Hove, Sussex, Captain Brighton Ord 
June 7 
Srapies, CHARLes, and WILLIAM James STAPLes, I, - ane 
Derby, Drapers Derby Pet June6 Ord Jun 
Tayior, BERTRAM a, Brighton High Court Pet 
June8 Ord Jane8 
Tuomas, Jonny, Pontardawe, Glam, Builder Neath and 
Aberavon Pet June8 Ord June 8 
Tirter, James, Hill Top, West Bromwich, Grocer West 
Bromwich Pet April 27 Ord June 4 
Vauauan, Rovekrt, Tae Coachbuilder Bangor Pet 
Junes Ord June 8 
Von Hitt, Leoroip, Dockhead, oane, Tobacconist High 
Court Pet June7 Ord June7 
Wanreinc, Joan Bernarp, Greenwich, Tailor Greenwich 
Pet June6 Ord June 6 
Watts, Epwin Mortos, Levenshulme, nr Manchester, 
t Factor Manchester Pet May2 Ord June 6 
Wictey, Georce Francis, West Dulwich, Builder High 
Court Pet Mayé6 Ord June 6 
Wixuams, Lewis, Carnarvon, Trav Auctioneer’s 
Assistant Bangor Pet June 7 Ord June7 
Witson, Tsomas es Sheffield, Jeweller Sheffield 
Pet May 11 Ord June 7 
Worraineton, CATHERINE, Chorley, rane, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Boiton Pet May 6 Ord June 7 
Wricat, Lorr Joun, Sheffield, Manufacturers’ Agent 
Sheffield Pet April 23 Ord June 7 
Amended notice substituted for those published in the 
London Gazette of May 31 and June 7: 
Ma pirass!, Rupoures, Soho st, Share Dealer High Court 
Pet March 30 Ord June 6 
Amended notice substituted for that in the London 
Gazette of May 31 : 
Joxes, Evan, Pontygwaith, Glam, Collier Pontypridd Pet 
May 26 Ord May 26 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
Loadon Gazette of June 3 : 


Evans, Tuomas, Cilfynydd, Glam, Cardiff Pet May 27 
Ord May v7 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Vox Lortscu, Epirs, Coldbrooke villa, Abergavenny 
Tredegar Adjud April 9,1900 Annul May 10, 1904 
London Gazette.—Turspay, June 14. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Av.estone, Daviv, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer Leeds Pet 
May 26 Ord June9 

Arkins, WiLLiAM Henry, Hendon, Horse Dealer Barnet 
Pet June8 Ord June8 

Beatry, Wiu.iAm Jonn, Stockton on Tees, Medical 
— Stockton on Tees Pet May 19 Ord 

une 8 

Bepe.t, Atpert Epwarp, and Harry Bepevt, Wakefield, 
Removal Contractors Waketield Pet June lu Ord 
June 10 

Bickne.., Sveruen, Moordown, nr Bournemouth Poole 
Pet March 28 Ord June 10 

Boarpman, Hern, Leigh, Lancs Bol'on Pet May 16 
Ord June 8 

Bouton, THomas Arraur Nassau, Dover Canterbury Pet 
March 25 Urd June 9 

Bowsses, Joun, Hunslet, Leeds, Builder Leeds Pet May 
lo Ord June 9 

GuLuixarorp, Jouy Garrop, Horley, Surrey, Builder 
Croydon ' Pet May 12 Ord June 7 

Cummins, Joun Beitey, Middiesbrough, Barman Middles- 
brough Pet June 9 OrdJune 9 

Cussr, Ernest, Broughton, Southampton, Medical Practi- 
tuoner Southampton Pet Junei0 Ord June 10 

Davis, Frepearick, Bristol, Printer Bristol Pet June 10 
Ord June lo 

Eben, Roveat Henry, Plymouth, inet Victualler Ply- 
mouth Pet May 4 Ord June 

Farr, fuomas, Pontypridd, pose < dag Pontypridd Pet June 
10 Ord June lu 

Fraser, Rosert AtTkix, Warburton, Chester, Leather 
; 7 ate Manager Liverpool Pet June 8 Ord 

une 8 

Feeperick, Puitir, Gt 8t Helen’s, Wine Merchant High 
Court "Pet May 16 Ord June 10 

Freeman, V RH, Kentisbury, aes Barnstaple Pet 
May 31 Ord Jane 0 

one, 7 = Tor, Southend on Sea High Court Pet May 18 

une 10 

ous vm, Francis WItt1am, — Insurance Agent 
Bristol Pet May 30 Ord Jun 

Gwiyyett, GrorGr, — ~~ Walsall Pet 
June 8 Ord June 8 

Saxgison, Joan, Egremont, Sombeatent, Cattle Dealer 
Miillom Pet June9 Ord June 

Hisparp, Cuaxuus, Carisbrooke, I of W, Grocer’s Assistant 
Ryde Pet Junell Ord June 11 





wg, ALBERT epee, a Ormesby Gt Yarmouth Pet 
June 10 Ord June 10 
Som. Witu1am, Milford Haven, Pembroke, Brass Founder 
embroke Dock Pet June iv Ord June 10 
Sun Grorez Henry, New Bond st High Court Pet 
May 20 Ord June 10 
James, WittiaM, Walsall, Insurance Agent Walsall Pet 
J ay vio, Seaghen Glam, Milk Vendor Ponty- 
OHN, WIG, . en 
pridd Pet June 9 Ded Sone Jun 
LAWLER, Seat Herne Bay, Watchmaker Canterbur y 
Pet June 1 Ora June 11 
Logan, James Georecz, Maidstone, Traveller Maidstone 
Pet June 11 Ord June 11 
Naviy, Wiiu1am Joan, West Worthing, Builder Brighton 
Pet June 9 Ord June 9 


Oppy, Cuar.ies Epwiy, Bradford, Rope Merchant Brad- 
ford Pet June9 Ord June 9 

sine a> coe =~ eaietaaemene Draper Hanley Pet June 

une 1 

ant. Evnocnu, ‘Pontyprid, Striker Pontypridd Pet 
June 10 Ord June 

Paattr, Epear, Luton, =_ Dealer Luton Pet June 
10 Ord June 10 

Ryan, Ricuarp, Pontlottyn, Glam, Boot Dealer Merthyr 

dfii Pet June 10 Ora June 10 

SANFORD, wo: oe sq, Sloane sq High Court Pet 
June9 Ord June 

SHIELD, SYDNEY, Newton Abbot, 4 Hosier and Hatter 
Exeter Pet June 10 Ord June 1 

Simpson, Wituiam Lancevor, ‘Amiweb, Anglesey, Com- 
mercial Traveller — Pet June9 Ord June 9 

~~] Wituiam, and WALTER Sreaten, Buiton, 

Bolton Pet May 20 Ord June9 

maseure, Gezorce, Pembroke sy Victualler 
Pembroke Dock Pet June9 Ord J 

SmaLe, WituiaAm James, and Sopnia , Swansea, 
Butchers Swaosea Pet June 9 Ord June 9 

Srevens, Ropert, Carlton Husthwaite, Yorks, Builder 
York Pet June9 Ord June 9 

Stevenson, WILLIAM Woopvwarp, Kidderminster, 
—* Builder Kidderminster Pet May17 Ord 

une 4 
saa a, Sheffield, Fruiterer Sheffield Pet June 9 
une 

Wuire, Joan Garten, Devon, Builder Exeter Pet June 
lo Ord June 1 

Wituiams, Davip ™ Rhyl, —, Theatrical Manager 
Bacgor Pe: Junell Ord J ll 

WituaMs, Marraew Epwasp, Ol Old Broad st, Solicitor 
High Court Pet Mayi2 Ord June 9 


Amended notice substituted for ut ppeese in 
the London Gazette of Ma 


Cortis, alg = and GrorcEe ening aes Becken- 
ham, Builders Croydon Pet May16 Ord May 18 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of June 3: 


Spark, Matruew Wi iam, Trimdon Grange, Durham 
Durham Pet June1 Ord June 1 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ADLESTONE, —> Leeds, Boot Manufacturer Jane 22 at 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

ALLEN, Artuur, Di , Worcester, Glass Merchant June 
24at11 Off Rec 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 

Batt, XY C—T~ W: Confectioner June 22 at 


; Off Rec, Ty, Manchester 
Sosa. Haus, Leigh, Lancs June 22 at 11.30 19, 


st, ton 
Bouton, Tuomas ArTuur Nassau, Dover June 23 at 9.39 
Off Rec, 68, astle st, Canterbury 
Booy, Jouy, South Reddish, Stockport, Bookkeeper 
24at 11 Off Rec, County chmbrs, Market “4 Pn 


port 

Bowser, Joux, Hunslet, Leeds, Builder June 22ati11 Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Brows, Samvug. Burpekiy, Sheffieid, Builder 
12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield’ 

Buska.u, Exprep, Gay wood, a. rent Turner June 
2 at12 Off Ree, 8, 8, King st 

Co.iigr, GEORGE, Grimsby, alate June 22ati1 Off 
Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

Davies, WILuam, Swansea, Tramway — June 23 at 
12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swan: 

Easton, Heapert Mizen, Brentford, Public house Manager 
June 23 at1¢ Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

—_. a — Thurnscoe, =, Grocer June 

2.30 Off Ree, F: In, 8h 

Eurey V Wecte mm ae na, nr _ = Warwick, 
Threshing Mac June 22 at 11 174, Cor- 
poration s:, Bi 


Evans, Tage, Vilfynydd, Glam, Collier June 23 at 3 
117, st Mary st, Vardiff 
Freperick, Pair, Gt St Helen’s, Wine Merchant June 
w3atl1l Bankruptcy Carey st 
Hamitton, Nusman Parup, ali st June 22 at 11 
Carey st 
—, Brixton June 28 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Hituies, a Joun, Swindon, an, Disumense Aguas June 
t 


22 at Off Rec, 38, 

Hons, token Malmesbury, ilte, Sadler June 22 at 11.30 

Seems sits Yivowee, Sones a vd, Merchan 

OL a, enry Vincent, Kenningtoo t J 

wa Bankru 7 

Hooroy, 4 B~ Stay otts, Stonemason June 22 
atli Off Ree, 47, ‘ull st, Derby 

Hore, Epwarp, sq June 28 at 11 Bankruptey 
Le) Carey st 


pe ay Tuomas, and Jonn WiLL1AM Hoveutoy, Heaton 
Norris, 4, Wheelwrights June 24 at 12 Off Reo, 
5 : uty cme, Market Dl Stockport od, 
wie osrPg Epw arp. Ly gel Meifi Farmer 
J 2 uonss Sey Neder = 
upp, THomas Sxyxe, 
12 185, High st, Merthyr 


‘June 23 at 
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LiTHEBLAND, Tomas, sen, Burnley, Picture Framer June 
22at11 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Liewettrs, Grorcr, Birmingham, Baker June 23 at 12 
174, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Mawnsz11, Gzorcr, Cheadle Hulme, Cheshire, Printer June 
24 at 11.30 Off Rec, County chmbrs, Market pl, Stock- 


port 

Mazsu, Grorcze Wim, Cheltenham, Florist June 23 at 
11.15 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 

MerxHagpt, Maris Eveonosne, Ebury st, Court Dressmaker 
June 22at12 Bankru bldgs, Carey st 

Mixxer, James Wii.1am, Hove Carman June 22 at 11.30 

ff Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

MrrcHE.t, Gzorce, Chute, Wilts, Farmer June 23 at 12,30 
Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless st, Salisbury 

Mowxuousz, THomas Wiiuiam, Knaresborough, Grocer 
— 23 at 12 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, 

or 

Moorgz, AtcEryon, and Jonny Star Moons, East Molesey, 
Surveyors June 22 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London 
Bridge 

Mounsry, ArcurpaLp Ritson, Embleten, nr Cockermouth, 
Cumberland, Farmer June 24 at 3 Court House, 
Cockermouth 

Napix, Wititam Jouy, West Worthing, Builder June 30 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Oppy, Cuartes Epwin, Bradford, Rope Merchant June 
2at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Ovy.ter, Hexry, Cambridge st, Camberwell, Cab Proprietor 
June 22 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Price, Frepexicxk Joun. Blaina, Mon, Licensed Victualler 
June 23 at 12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Reeves, Joun Wi.tiamM, Malmesbury, Wilts, Fishmonger 
June 22 at11 Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 

SanrorD, Minna, Wellington sq, Sloanesq June 23 at 
2 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Su1zLp, Sypney, Newton Abbot, Devon, Hatter June 25 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford cirous, Exeter 

Spark, Mattrurw WituiaM, Trimdon Grange, Durham 
June 22 at 3.15 Off Rec, 25, John st, Sunderland 

Sritter, Henry, Hove, Sussex, Captain June 30 at 10.45 
Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Stevens, Rosert, Carlton Husthwaite, nr Thirsk, Yorks, 
Builder June 23 at 3 Off Rec, The Red House, Dun- 
combe pl, York 

Svuepex, Wiiiiam, Huddersfield, Clothier June 23 at 3 
Off Rec, Prudential bldgs, New st, Huddersfield 

Taytor, Bertram Wix.iam, Brighton June 27 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Tuomas, Joseru, Small Heath, Birmingham, Cab Pro- 
prietor June 23at11 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Wuire, Joun, Crediton, Devon, Builaer June 23 at 10.30 
Off Rec,9 Bedford circus, Exeter 

Witurams, Mattaew Epwarp, Old Broad st, Solicitor 
June 22at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Arkiys, WiLt14m Henry, Hendon, Horse Dealer Barnet 
Pet June8 Ord June 8 

Bart, Narsaniet, Wrexham, Denbigh, Confectioner 
Wrexham Pet May9 Ord June 9 

Bamper, Joun Josern, Bacup, Lancs, Watchmaker 
Rochdale Pet May9 Ord June 11 

Breve, Ausert Epwarp, and Harry Bepe.it, Wakefield, 
Removal Contractors Wakefield Pet June 10 Ord 
June 10 

Bray, Artur, Hastings, Auctioneer Hastings Pet June 
7 June 9 

Bray, Joax, St Leonards on Sea, Auctioneer Hastings 
Pet May 26 Ord June 10 

Bait, Davip Destrt, Faraday mans, Queen’s Club gdns, 
Kensington, Journalist High Court Pet April7 Ord 
June 10 

Caron, Daisy Epirs, Streatham High Court Pet March 
14 Ord June7 

Cronk, Witiiam James, Croydon, Builder Croydon Pet 
May 16 Ord June 10 

Cummines, Joan Brritey, Middlesbrough, Barman Mid- 
dlesbrough Pet June9 Ord June9 

Cusse, Ernest, Broughton, Southampton, Medical Prac- 
titioner Southampton Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

Dersy, Georck Henry, Commercial rd, Glass Dealer 
High Court Pet June2 Ord June 10 

Eastos, Hexsert Mize, Brentfurd, Public-house Man- 
ager Brentford Pet May4 Ord June 10 

Far, Tuomas, Pontypridd, Builder Pontypridd Pet 
June 10 Ord June 10 

Fraser, Rosext Atkix, Warburton, Chester, Leather 
Merchant’s Manager Liverpool’ Pet June 8 Ord 


June 8 
Guitios, Joux, Gillingham, Kent Rochester Pet May 11 
Ord June 9 


Gwisyetr, Grorce, Walsall, Ironfounder Waleall Pet | 


June8 Ord June 8 

Harzisox, Jonny, Egremont, Cumberland, Cattle Dealer 
Whitehaven Pet June9 Ord June 9 

Hawkey, Rovert Cuar.ies, Peckham, House Furnisher 
High Court Pet April 27 Ord June 9 

Hissarp, Caanxes, Carisbrooke, I of W, Grocer’s Assistant 
Newport and Ryde Pet Junei1l Ord June 11 


| 











Hot, Apert Ervest, Gt Ormesby Gt Yarmouth Pet | 


June 10 Ord June 10 

Hoven, Witt. Milford Haven, Pembroke, B:ass Founder 
Pembroke Dock Pet June10 Ord June10 

James, WILLIAM, Walsall, Insurance Agent Walsall Pet 
June8 Ord June 8 

Joux, Lotwia, Sengbenydd, Glam, Milk Vendor 
prdd Pet June9 Ord Juned 

Lickoniss, Josnva Sipyry, Southampton row High Court 
Pet March 11 Ord June 8 

Locax, James Groror, Maidstone, Traveller Maidstone 
Pet June ll Ord June 11 

Micer, Janes Wiit1aM, Hove, Sussex, Carman Brighton 
Pet June 8 Ord June 8 

Moyxuovsr, Tuomas Wiitiam. Knaresborough, Yorks, 
Grocer York Pet May9 Ord June 9 4 

Napiy, WitLiaM Jou, West Worthing, Builder Brighton 

° ae — June 9 

ppy, CuasLxs Epwin, Bradford, Rope Merchant Bradford 

Pet Jane 9 Ord June 9 ” 


Ponty- 





Otpriztp, Joux, Wellington chmbrs, Buckingham gate, 
Law Student High Pet Feb 24 Ord June 8 

Perry, Joun. Kidsgrove, Staffs, Draper Hanley Pet June 

0 Ord June 10 5 

Puitiirs, Exocn, Pontypridd, Striker Pontypridd Pet 
Junel0 Ord June 10 

Ryan, Ricuarp, Pontlottyn, Boot Dealer Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

SanForD, Minna, Wellington sq, Sloanesq High Court 
Pet June9 Ord June 9 F 

Scorr, Witit1Am Henry Burier, Northumberland av, 
Charing Cross, Financial Agent High Court Pet Feb 
20 Ord June6 

SuieLp, Sypygy, Newton Abbot, Devon, Hosier Exeter 
Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

Smpsoyx, Wittram Lancetot, Amlwch, Anglesey, Com- 
mercial Traveller Bangor Pet June 9 Ord June 9 

Smate, Wittiam James, and Sopsia Smave, Swansea, 
Butchers Swansea Pet June9 Ord June 9 

Swrrn, James Witiiam, Gt Yarmouth, Carter Gt Yar- 
mouth Pet June6 Ord June 9 

Surra, Tuomas, Leeds, Provision Merchant Leeds Pet 
May 21 Ord June 10 

SrePHENson, Bensamix Cuarves, Taplow, Bucks, Dramatic 
Author Windsor Pet March 25 Ord June 7 

Srrevens, Rosert. Husthwaite, Yorks, Builder York Pet 
June9 Ord June 9 

Stevenson, Poitier Leake. Albemarle st, Piccadilly High 
Court Pet May5 Ord June9 

Torry, Harry, Sheffield, Fruiterer Sheffield Pet June 9 
Ord June 9 ‘ 

Wa ker, Lauscetot Henry High Court Pet April 18 
Ord June 10 

Waitt, Joun, Crediton, Devon, Builder Exeter Pet June 
10 Ord June 10 

Witiame, Davin Sivia, Rbyl, Flint, Theatrical Manager 
Bangor Pet June1l Ord June 11 

Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 3: 

Spark, Matrnew Wittiam, Trimdon Grange, Durham 
Durham Pet Junel OrdJunel 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 

London Gazette of June 10: 

Brown, Samvugt Burpexty, Sheffield, Builder Sheffield 

Pet June 8 Ord June 8 





Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: SoLicirors’ JOURNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free. SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL only, 26s. ; 
Country, 288. ; Foreign. 30s. 4d. WEEKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country or 
Foreign, 288. 

Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 28. 9d. ; half 
law calf, 5s. 6d. 





AW. — Competent Conveyancing Clerk, 

4 with large experience in busy City office, Desires 
Engagement, with or without supervision; salary £180; 
with three vears’ articles, £100.—Address, R. Z., care of 
Streets, 30, Cornhill, E.C. 


IRECTORSHIP. — Gentleman, of good 

social position, Required to Join Board of a sound 

Company in the City.— Please address D.1904, care of 
Messrs Deacon's, Leadenhall-street, E.C. 








| ,J UNIOR CLERK.—Advertiser (aged 19) 


Seeks Situation in London Office; some previous 
experience; Typewriting.—G. C., 18, Vere-street, W.C. 


i} EVISED REPORTS, Vols. 1 to 43, 
inclusive, bound half calf, unsoiled; what offers? 
—Apply, 9, Newton-chambers, Cannon-street, Birmingham. 


JEDIGREES Traced and Compiled; 

Searches Made by Experienced Searchers; many 

years’ experience in American and English Cases.—W. J. 
GapspEn, 42, Bishopsgate-street Within, London, E.C. 











Typewriting, Engrossing, Copying 
Executed by trained Law Writers and Typistsand despatched 
by return post. Manifold Type Copies at Moderate Charges. 

Articles of Association, &c., printed. Plans copied. 
W.C. HICKMUTT, Law Stationer and Legal Typist, 
63, Templé-row, Birmingham. Estabd. 1890. Tel: 197 Y. 


AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
4 payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— 
s. d 


0 8 per sheet. 
2 3 per 20 folios, 





Abstracts Copied a 
Briefs and Drafts 
Deeds Round Hand . 0 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted eae .. 2 O per sheet. 
Full Copies hes ove «. O 2 per folio. 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet; Draft, 4d. ditto; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.U. 


TO GOLFERS AND MOTORISTS. 
OYSTON, Herts (three minutes from 
Heath; ten mile views).—Unique Building Site 
for Sale, consisting of pleasure grounds, tennis court, 
croquet lawn, kitchen garden, farmery, vinery, and 
orchard house.—Apply to Owner W. B. Kava, Solicitor, 
Royston, Herts. 








REVSRsON (Absolute) subject to two 
lives, aged 71 and 72 years, together with an im 
Rental of £26 per annum, all secured on Freehold 
Property worth £160 per annum, situated in Queen’ 
Brighton, an important and improving main busines 
thorougbfare, close to Central Station.—For SALR by 
AUCTION, on Wednesday, July 6, 1904, by Messrs, 
Parsons & Son, F.SI., Auctioneers, 163, No ~street, 
Brighton, of whom particulars may be had. 





REEHOLD INVESTMENT in Ten Shops, 
well situate in the main road of Croydon; built by 
a first-class London contractor under an architect; all le 
on full repairing leases for 21 years at rents rising from 
£60 to £85 per annum ; the only reason for selling being the 
death of one of the owners ; price £12,000.—Full particulars 
and orders to view at Messrs. Hooker & Wess, Estate 
Agents, Croydon. 


FINANCIAL COMPANY Wishes to 

to Secure the Services of a Solicitor who can command 
Cheap Money on First-class Securities ; guaranteed salary 
and professional costs for a really capable man with hi 
class connections.—University man can address letter to 
W., care of Howard’s Press Agency, 120, Bishopsgate. 
street, E.C. 











IRST FLOOR OFFICES to LET, three 

or five rooms; new building; suitable for professional 

men; excellent situation.—Apply to Watrer Hit, 69-71, 
Southampton-row, W.C. 





Telephone: 602 Holbora. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Founpep 1n THE Reign Or WititiAM & Mary, 1689, 


ROBE 
MAKERS. 


To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN, 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
LEVEE SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners, 


CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 











BY AUTHORITY 





Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 
SHare CERTIFICATES, DesenturReEs, &c., ~ ee and 
printed. OrriciaL SEALs designed and executed. 
Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





NOW READY, SECOND EDITION. PRICE 5s. 
A Practical Handbook to the Companies Acts. 
By Francis J. Green, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Lav. 
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